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[| pag. 1, Line 17, read aut for and, p.rl,29. F: Ken caſe for Keras. caſe, P. 9s. 
.9.r. 70 For as, p.1. |, 24. leave out natural inthe firkt place, p. 14. }, vi, 
7, Obligee for Oblizor. | 


O preſerve the ſtrength of the Matiage- 
' bond andthe Honour of that cſtate,) a- 
oainſt thoſe ſad breaches and dangerous - 
abuſes of it, which common diſcon:tcnts (on 
this ſide Adultery) are likely ro make in un- 
laied med and men glycn to-change, by ta- 
king in or grounding themſelves upon the 
opinion anſwered, and with good reaſon con- 
futed in this Treatiſe, I have approved the 
printing and publiſhing of it. 


Navemb, 14. 1644, Jos zxypn Cary i. 
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eAn Anſwer j : i [atituled, 


Do&rine and Diſcipline 
OT 
O-R 


A Plea for Ladies and Gentlewomen, 
and all other, Maried Women 


againſt Divorce. 


Wherein, 
Both Sexes are vindicated from all bonadge of Canon 
Law, and other miſtakes whatſoever :: And the unſound Prin- 
x02 ciples of the Author are exainined and fully contuted by 
authority of Holy Scripture, the Laws of this Land, 
and ſound Reaſon. 
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An Anſwer toa Book, intituled, 
The Dottrine and Diſcipline of Divorce reſtoredyo the 
good of both Sexes from the bondage of the 


C4704 LAv. 1 


; Or our more orderly proceeding in this queſtion 

of Divorce, viz. whether a man may divorce or 
| -put away his Wife for indifpoſition, unfitne (>, 
or contraricty'of minde, we will dotheſe three 
things. , 

1, Shew what the DoArine or diſcipline of 
Divorce is. i 5649 

2. Give ſome reaſons why a man may not put away his wif: 
for indiſpoſition, unfitneſle, or contrariety of minde ,. although 
manifeſted in mach ſharpneſle. : | 

3. We will anſwer the Arguments and Scriptures, -whichare 
brought by the Author of the Book, intitultd , 7 he Dottrixe and 
Diſcipline of Divorce, to prove that a divorce may lawfully be tor 
contraricty of minds, &c, | | 

Concerning the firſt thing, what Divorce is, or the DoArine 
and diſcipline of it. 

The ward Divorce comes from the Latine word a5vorrium, 
which comes a aivertendo and divorterdo, tointimate that by dis 
yorce a woman 1s {cparated, divided, or turned afide from her 
husband : the Greek is aTo7:u7:; ex amoriume, 3.6. repmaio, reftiug 
dT ATICNy aicitir qanoa ab ares 4.6. ab Ou tow taty 1,6. ſto, guaſs dic as 
abſceſſio, The Hebrew word is Cherithmb from Chorarh, which 
fhenifies a cutting of, diſmembring, or ſeparating, or f@dws icere 3 
B but 
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| ; thought direc by "0/848 LAW, Divorce war a fre; 4 
Wi 2 voluntary 2& of thef £07ng, made known by writing, where - 
; 5 by he did diſmiff: 3nd for ever put away his Wife, and give her 
WW leave £0 marry to another man ; To this farpok ſome of the 
| ' + 142hrew Rabbinesilay@ſetgown the form of te Bil of Divorce 
E ut:d amongſt the ] ewes 2 inettce thus, ; 

; E: }] (rich an one ( {etring,aoWn his name, the day and year ) do volnx- 
32 tarily, with the willingneſſe of my ſortte wirhour conſtraint, diſmiſſe, 
= leave, and put away, thou, even\then, ( muming ber name ) which haft 
= been my wiſe heretofore ,Vut now 1 diſmiſſe thee,that thou maiſt be free, 
F 5+ | and be marrie4to wirom thou wilt: vAud. this is rinto thee a writing 
FE #f divorce, according to 11% laW.of Moſes, Witnefſ: R, and T, 

4 The J-wes require to make alawfull divorce, that the man 
5 muſt pur heraway Willingly,.thatit muſt beby writing, that he 


muſt put her quite out of his pofſ:flion, that ſhe be truly named 


k 8 in the deed'ot divorce , and that the deedof divoree be given to 
Wi her cither by himſelf ot his Deputy before witneſl:, | 

E Thus of Divores 45 practilec) by the Tewes in relation to /dc- 
:- fes's Law. | 

Wt. In the ſecond place We will conſider of it as praRifed by the 
E 4 lawes of England, 

- Wii And ſo Divorce isa fentence-ptonounced by an Ecelefiaftjcall 
t th Judge, whereby a man and woman formerly matticy, are ſepa» 
[Mi rated or parted. Cook lih.7. Keras caſe, 

| tf This Dtvorce 15 twotold; 7, There is 2 divorce a vincel2 ma- 
j* 7 trimcn's from the very bond of matrimony it.felfe.” 2, There is a 
Wk. | divorce tavtizm 4 cn/a + thore, from bed and board bnly; 


Coneerning the firtt kinde of divorce fromithe verybond of 
Watrimony it fs}; the cauſe of this;6iverce malt pregcde or go 
before matiage : 2190git-which are, | 

I. Cauſapreceniractxs, becauſe the partics or one of them was 
contracted to ax.other before : a1d ſo if a man marry bne precon» 
| xaRed and have jflne, its the fathers childe till drvorce tor " 
| ITE : contract, 
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contra, and then is it nlian plans, 8D ottard. Cork dis i6..66. 
Dina. 1 ad O ery dt nee; | 

2. There is a divorce 4 winculo matrimoniti; cauſe frigiditatis,ucl 
canſe irmperentte, tor Cquicot yopotrocy toumariage duties : yet 
if after a ao be divorced for imapatency, and 1akeanother wile 
and 'havecthildren/by her, theſgrthallnot be Baltards, becauſe n 
£11 IAy DE 1abdis 3 ew/ealUlig ara rfcs rermport ons, wile and unable 
at divers times. ( 40kfb.5.293 < Dierfod. 178.1 5 
3. There is a dixorge « 2 efo matr imple a wiroris tarts vel 
empubertatis becauſe they ace Within age at thexime oft mariagei: 
and foit two bcamaried fre any roy id rand after full age arc 
divorcedier the fame;the wearnmayibriegan Afliſeagaintt the 
man,for land given her in frank-mariage, 4b, Af:19,4,'plac.2. 
which proves the divoree is fram the very bead.ct matrimony, 
Beſides theſe there arc divers other cantes of divorce 4 :ixculs 
matrimonts, as cauſa dffinitatis & cauſa con/anryinitatic,; by reaſon 
of affiity-and -cotanguinity:ut kwdred, { 29k com, Lirtleton, 

So cauſa projeſſtomis, and termino paſche 30 Edw,t, coram Rege, 
there Wiliaw ac Chndworids Rafe, how that he ' was divorced 
from'his Wife, bicauſe be carnally kocw the Daughter of his 
Waite ibetoic he maried her mother : thelp-gre-caules of divorce 
fom the very bond of matrunony allowed -on-by the Common 
law ; concerning which the Givill or-Canon'law makes ſome 
diltinRiors aud additiens, So wthe cafe of divorce canſu impo- 
tentie vel jrigidiratss, for unpotcengey to mariage duties, Although 
Inflizian (25 {2:ng think diſcreetly ) did will, that there Thould 
be three yeares tr1all of the difabylity : yet here the Canonlaw 
:xpecs preſent pyoofe:: yet ſome think this-.cauſe doth not dif 
{olve tron the very bondof matrimony, excopt theimporeney-or 
impediment can be proved toe beforc mariage , aud nottofall 
aut acer : So of impotency the ſamethey ſay, Ur peren matri- 
WOHIHIM HHUGRAMEXTHI| jraterterr . And eoncerning manage of 
kindred-inthe line-a(cendant or dilcendant, 1t1Sicounted fo dete- 
ſtable, that B arte! ſayes, they ſuffer conhiſcation.of goods and de- 
ſerve cxilc. | 

The Civil and: Canon law allows of :divorce after a long time 
abſence of cither-party, but they :certainly-agree:not af the time 
of abſence, So Cod./th.5, it. 1, eg. 2,comft. ſpouſa poſt brennium, 
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An Anſwer t0'a Book, intituled, 


&e. allowed to marry after two years abſence, but er.-27, after 
three years, lep.27. atter four years, Others fay the Civill law 
requires hve yeats abſence. * | h $34 608 

In Confil, Lateras, part. 50,'cap.23. There is an exatmple of a 
Decree, upon a woman complaining her husband had been gone 
tcy yeares, and it was commanded the parents of the husband 
ſhould ſend for him home, an hen #'long time came not ; upon 
which the Biſhop did pronounee a fenteneeof divorce, and gave 
th: woman leave to marry', andthe ſentenee was allowed of by 
the whole Councell, COUNTS of CC 

So the Canon law. decrees caſa 28, queſt. x. cap.4, That if 
the wife refuſe to: dwell with her Chriltian husbandy he.may 
without any tault leave/her. 0 © Seal 

Thus of the firlt kinde of divorce from the bond bf 'matrimony 
it {clf, and this makes the children Baſtards ahd bereaves the wee 


1 V1 * 


man of her dower, ny 

Secondly, there is a divorce 4 men/a & thor, from bed and 
board only, and this is for ſome eauſc ſubſequent or during ma- 
riage, and not bcfore mariage, as for adultery committed+ Yet 
this being ſubſequent tothe mariage, the bond of mariage by the 
law 18 not diſſolved butthe freehold continnes, the wife (hall be 
indowed, and the children are mulier, and not Baſtards. 

Concerning the jultnefle or conveniency of all theſe lawes in 
every thing, whether they will Rtand in fors conſcientie its not 
needtall now to diſpute; gur end being only a little to open the 
law of Divorce,:that we may fee what it is» - And ſo now we 
leave this firſt thing what Divorce is, and the doAtrine and dit- 
cipline thereof, and come to the fecond'thing, 

And that is to prove that whatſoever other cauſes of Divorce 
may beallowed of, yet that diſagreement of minde or diſpoſiti- 
on between husband: and wite, 'yeathongh it(hewes it ſelfe in 
much ſharpneticeach to other, 1s not by the law of God allowed 
cf-for- a juſt cauſe of divorce; neither ought tobe allowed of by 
thelawcsof man, | | | 

For the prooct of this ſecond thing propounded to be handled; 
to prove that Husbandsand: Wives ovght not tobe divorced for 
contraricty. or unfitneiſe of mindes or difpotitions, although it 
{houldbe manifeſted by much barth cariage cach to other, I ſhall 
28 briefly as1 candemonſirate the fame, Where 


The Doctrine and Diſcipline of Divorce. 


Where the Scripture commands a thing tobe done, it appoints 


when, how, and for what it. (hall be done: as inthe caſe of 
death : when any one is by thelaw to dye, it ſets down for what 
cauſe and fa&: and ſo cxcommunication it teacheth when and 
for what. But now concerning Divorce for diſagreement or 
contrariety of diſpoſition, in regard there is between all marie 
people ſome contrariety or diſagreement of mindes : and the 
Scriptures ſpeak nothing to dire& to whata meaſure of difagree- 
ment or contraricty it mult grow to, beferc it ſhall be lawtfull 
to divorce or part : therefore I conclude the Scriprure allowes 
not of any divorce at all for di{ſagreement, &c, 

If it be not lawfull for a Husband to put away. an Infidel! wife 
who acknowledges not Chrilt, in caſe ſhe be content to dwell 
with him : Then may not a man put away his wife for diſagree» 
ment of mindes only : but the firlt 1s true, exgo the latter, 

For the firſt part of the Argument the Apoſtle ſaith, 1 Cor,” 
13. If any brother hath a wife Wha 1s an Infidell , if ſhe be content t: 
dWell with him; let hin not put her away. ' 

And for the ſecond part, that if a man may not put away his 
wife who is an Infidell, much lefſe may he put his wife away 
for diſagreement of di{poſition, this ſeems clcar : becauſe diftc- 
rence in religion in its own natare, breeds as great a diflike and 
diſagreement and greater than any naturall diſagreement of dif- 

oſition, conſtitution, or complexion whatſoever, Chriſt ſpeaks 
ing ofthis ditrence, even between them of the neareſt relation, 
faith, The father ſhall be againſt. the ſanne, and the ſonne arain#t the 
father, even to perſccute with extremity : And that the *Du/coples 
ſnould be hated of all for ( bri$s ſake # and yet I never hicard of any 
that was hated of cycry man for his contrariety of naturali diſpo- 
fition. a 

So that if diſagreement in religion be a greater cauſc of hatred 
and'variance then diſagreement of naturall diſpoſitions and con- 
ſtitutions ; and yet a. man may. not put away his wife for that 
diſagreement, then muchicſſs for this, 

The third Argument ſhall: be from Dems. 22, 13, 14,15, &c, 
Thereit a man [ha}l take a Wife and hate her, and raiſc an ill re- 
port uponher, to the end that he might be rid of her : and if the 
report be found true (lic ſhall b; ſtoned to death ; but if it = me 
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tound-truz he (hall notyuther:away allthe-dayes of his life. there 
although a man hates his Wate, fo that be Ieeks by falſc EC 
ports tot{caudalizeher,, even todangerpt herlite, yet 45 not bg 


_ permuted to puther:away all thegayss ot:bis uife.;z and: yer how 


greatthse. diſagreement of minde-and difpaſition mwſtot accgiiiuy 
be beeween Juch a manand his wite who:ſo did- hate her, Ict.any 


manyudge. | 


MK every Ghriſtian:ought to heare:the hurthens/and, infirmitics 


_ of agather Chriftian,to whemkeisnet bound. by any civalticla- 


t100; much more ishe 10 beartbe burthen and-intirmitics. of his 
\Wite who is ſo neerly;bound 20:him:; but the felt-1s truc, Gal:6.1, 
Ergo the latter.” Butte that far jinfirmities er coatrartcty 

mmdz,orhe like,puts away bis wite,dothnot bear with-harin- 


hmittes,-and theretorche breaks the law-otChrilt. 


If the Husband -qught 20love his Wife , as Chriſt doth his 
Church; then/ought nota mauto;put away his Wit for -weak- 
peice of nature, «contraricty,.or \indiſpaſition et:miade. But the 


hrit 1s true, Ergo the latter. 


For the firſt part,thewards:at Pal Epheſ.s 29. Huzband:s love 


your WIVEIU5 i(, hriff durhbis C harch, 


if any ſhall {ay., Similitadcs, hold not in,cvery thing, and 
therefore Pax! may not mean,.amanſhould love his Wie in per- 
petuity as (Chrijſt:doth-has Ohurch, buttor:the lincerity, 1olong 


es ſhe continues his wife. | 


Anſw, Paul fpecities whereinthey ſhouldexprefit their loves 
like to Chriſt, at leaft impheitcly::; that is, byipafling by.and bea- 
ling the faults and infir wnesoftheir Wives, as Chult gavohim» 
{e1t, &c. thacthemight wath bg'Chmch, &c.And tor:the ſacond 
part of the Argument itsctear, becaufe ſuch. love 2$-15 thore re- 


I 


contreriety of difpoſition,&cc. 


quired ought to hide and pafic by faults , diſagreement of nunde; 


The ſixth Argument s'from the (expreſs. words of (Chriſt, 
AHMarth,5.32. wheretheibeinga'preaching to bis Diſciplesxon- 
cerning the true ſenſe: of Mofes's law (as it ſecmes,) and cf 
ſome addition theretoby his own Evangelicall pregepts he pre» 
cifcly tels them : That whoſoever puts away his wife except.it mere 


for Tran , ſeortutio, adultery, he commits adultery: lo that :wwhce 


ther you make it a'trucinterprecauonof 2Ze/es's layagainſt the 


5 


glciſcs 


OF) 
F off athers,- 6r: take it as 4new precept: belonging tothe 
ofthe Gofpell, yet will: it be an-impregnable proofe againſt 
#}eF:minatc and'childiſh divorces ,for diſagreement and'cons 
trariery of mindes, | 
- Ffany ſhall fay , if Chriſts words-bold univerſally and except 
no cauſe but adultery : then all other cauſcs, as frigidity, mariage 
within deprees forbidden by Aofes, &c, arc no cautcs of divorce 
RO more then contratyery of minde. 


Chriſts fpeech hels univerſally according ashe intended it, _ 


namely,to condemne all fuch grounds of divorce as were ground- 
lefly practiſed amongſt the TIewes; for every cauſe which they 
ehought ſufticient, and yet no-wayes checks the law which fer- 
bids mariage within the degreesof affinity or conſanguinity , or 
forbids other cauſc which makes mariage void ip/o fats; or by 
due proofes. may make void the mariage, If there be any other 
objeRions 2gainſt thisplace, we ſhall refer them-to what will 
afterwards be fatd it-explication of this text, and of Dene.24.1., 

The ſeventh Argument 1s : If the Husband and Wife be by the 
Ordiftiance of (God one fleſh, then may they not ſeparate or be f:- 
parated from one another, except it be for ſome cauſe which ej- 
ther in it ſelfe or by confequence may juſtly be thought to be a 
Juſt cauſe of diſſolving the unton of being one fleſh, But the firſt 
rstrac; rg, allo the latter, 

For the firft part,that the Husband and Wife are one fleſh, Þ aw! 
confirmes it, Fpke/.5. and Chriſt himiſcfe Man. 9, 

And fer the ſecond part of the Argument as it depends upor 
the former, viz, if they be one fie{H, then they ought not to 1e- 
pIrXe or be ſeparated, Tts the Argument of Chrift him£{.lte 
igainſt-the Phariſces, why divorce ought not to be for light cau- 
ſes, but for adultery oniy ; becauſe faith he , they are no more 110 
but one fle/>, therefore, whomſcever Cod hath joyned togeth: r, let 16 
mah put aſunaer. 

- Only. as 1 intimated , fach other cauſcs tay be allowed of as 
diffolves this union of being one fleſh, erther direAly, or by con» 
{cquence. 

But ſare contrariety of diſpoſition and unfitneſſe of minde 640 
be no ſuch thing as makes the Husbard and We (being once by 
marijage one fie(h) to be two again, IIs 
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An Anſwer to a Book, intituled, 


In the next place I conceive ſomething may be gathered to 
this purpoſe from the words of Pal, x { or.7. when ſpcaking of 
mariags, bc tels them, /#cb ſhould have troubles in the fieſs, and not 
that freedome to ſerve God which the unmaried had ; yet he con» 
cludes,he ſpared them, and would not forbid them tor that cauſe 
to mairy, | | 
th, | Now if troubles jn the/fleſh comming by mariage which hin 
bing der the cheerfull ſ:rvice of God , be not a jult cauſe to forbeare' 

% = mariazge; Then it would ſeem that to perſons that are already 
Ss 27 maried and bound to eath other by the unton oft one ficſh, by co- 
= venant, by love, by the bondsof Chriſtianity, although through 
the peeviſhneſt: or ill d;{paſitions ct their natures, their troubles 
; (hould increaſe to multituges, above what is ordinarie betwixt 
E050 ” uwnried perſons, yet ought they not to part and ta marr1e to c- 
WW: 4 thers , becauſe ſome fort aid mcaſure of troubles and diſcontent 
| in mariage are inavoidable ; and therefore where one is by mari- 
a 2ge bound by ſo many bonds , he ought not to break the bonds 
E: to caſe himſelfof diſquietncſſcand trouble which is inſcparably 
45 incident to mariage, though not 1n that degreg as he now lics 
_ under, and is ſubjetto, | : | 
þ Yet am 1 not over confidentof this Argument , tut that with 
| {vme colour of reaſfour+t may be evaded. 
o Are, In the next place,it the 'Husband ought to love bis Wife as him- 
| tf {:1t , then may he not for diſcontent or diſagreement put her a- 
way, no more then for ſome diſcontent or diſquietneſle in him- 
{clte, he may ſcparate his! ſoule from his body, But the faſt 1s 


Ws 
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| | true, Epkeſ.s .ult, Ergo thelatter, 
iT ro ro,  Laitly, we way ferchan Argument from the 'inconveniencies 
: that would follow if divorce were uttered, for this diſagreement 
of diſpoſition and untitneſie! of minde, as for cxample, it would 
be an occaſion tothe corcupt heart of man without any juſt cauſe 
at all, mecrely for to fatisfic his luſt, to pretend cauſes of divorce 
when there 1s none ; apd to make quarrels and live diſconten- 
tedly with bis Wit:, to the end he might have a pretence tor 
to put her away : who {tes not, how many thouſauds of lufifull 
and libidinous men would be parting from their Wives every 
; week and marying others 3! and upon this, ho ſhould keep the 
F children of theſe divorcers which ſomtimes they would leave in 
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The Do@trine and Diſcipline of Divorce. 


whom, or where? and how ſhall the Wife be endowed of her 
Husbands eſtates ? Nay, commonly , to what reproach would 
the woman be left to , as being one left who was not fit for any 
ones company ? and ſo who would yentuac upon her againe. 
And fo by this means through her juſt cauſe of diſcouragement, 
ſhe would probably bazard her ſclf upon ſome diſhoneſt and dil- 


graccfu}l courſc, with a hundred more the like inconveniencies, - 
even as the overturning and overthrowing of all humane ſocicty, - 


which would inevitably follow if this looſe DoQtrine of Divecce 
were once cſtabliſhed by law. 

To thele Arguments we might adde the conſent of Antiquity, 
who in this follow the dire&ion and doarine of Chrilt, 

AS ( oncil, Tolet. 12, Can. 8. Preceptum Domini eſt, ut except a 
cauſa fornicationit, uxor a viro dimuti non acbeat, &c, Its the 
command cf the Lord , the Wife ſhould not be put away but tor 
fornication. So Ced. 66, 3.tir,z8, lg. in, conſt, Dis ferat, 5c. 
who can cndure that Children from Parents , and Wives from 
Husbands ſhculd be ſeparate ? 

So Co :/il, Anglic, 670, Can, 10, No man may put away his 
Wife, except as the Goſpell teacheth for fornication, It is true, 
ſome of the Imperiall lawes allow Homicide, Szcriledge, Kob- 
bery, Manſtcaling, &c, for cauſes of divorce, Cod. (is, 5. 17.17, 
teg. *. but the Canonlaw decrees other wile, 

Divers other authorities might be alledged as to this point 
rightly agrecing, as Greg. carſd 29, 41*ſt, 7. cap.19. So Zach. 
canſa 29. queſt, 2.cap, 2, So Inſtin' Martyr Apol pro Chriſtianis 
ſub initio, Tertullian agrees lib. de Aonogamia, As allo the Con- 
eflion of Saxony Arr. 18, Eſpecially 1s Eraſmus moſt cleare 
in this in his Paraphrate upun the New Teſtament ; And for ox 
own Writers it is endl<{{- to nanie them betng-ſo numerous, 

Thus have we bricfly paſſed over the two firſt things propoun- 
ded tobe handled, | 

In the third and laſt place we come to anſwer the Book intitr« 
l:d, The Detrme avd Diſcplize of Divorce, which maintains the 
contrary, to what hath been here sfſerted, to anfwer which yas 
the main thing intended in this Diſcourſe, 

So without any Preamble or Anſwer to the Introdugion te 
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their Wives bellics ? how ſhall they come by their Portions , of 


n Py ” _ Ww _ - = _ " 


. ad OR Or TROY RY der ns 51 rene e's , 
a4 4 ww uw va 4 wn *% Foy _ a 
»———w - »—— 4* - x - - 


IO 


o 
6 Wer} Wits oe TNT In rn ere ee, 


Fo tie RF, 


- 
- 
5 


_— I . » 
of 4a. : 
- . 
*_4-— 


44% 
4” 
6 


0 A A ct AG ee 


An Anſwer ts 4 Book, intituled, 


this following Diſconric, we will preſently come te the main 
Piltar upon which his whole Book is built, which is laid downe 
19 theſe words. J 

T hat , wndsſppferion, wnfit neſſe, or contrariety of minde, ariſing from 
a canſe in nature nnchangeable, hinaring rel lthely to hinder the 
main benefits of £onjugall ſaciety, which are ſolace aud peace, is a grea« 
ter reaſon of divorce then natural frigidity, eſpevially if there be no 
children, and it be with conſent, 

This being that which /all his inſuing diſcourſe is brought to 
prove, we ſhall firſt conſider of the poſition it ſelf, and then come 
to anſwer hisreafons brought to defend the ſame. 

This his Poſition or Ground-work as we conceive, may be di- 
yided into theſe four entire Propoſitions or Concluſions. | 

t, That there is in ſome men and worhen a diſpoſition , unfit- 
neſſe, or contrariety of minde, arifing froma cauſe unchangeable 
in nature. | 

2, That ſuch a contrariety of diſpoſition tunders the mainbenc- 
fit of mariage or conjugall ſociety, 

3- That ſolace and peaceare the main and chicfe ends of mari= 
2ge or conjugall ſociety. || ; 

4. That fuch a contrariety of minde or diſpoſition is a greater 
cauſe of divorce then naturall frigidity, 

To the firſt we anſwer, that there i5 no ſuch diſpoſition in 
nature as is unchangeable, fo teacheth Philoſophy : That by the 
carefull ufc of diet and the help of Phyſick, there is no difpotition 
or co:i{titution but may be altered, if-not altogether, yet in a 
great meature. And as Philoſophy teacheth fo, that it may be ; fo 
Naturall Hiſtory teachth , that fometime there is a change evcn 
in the vaturall diſpoſition, if not wholly, yet in part. 

Suppoſe there were ſome diſpoſition in nature altogether un- 
changeable, yet the Scripture teachzth , That by the grace of 
the Gofpe!, the Lioniſh difpofitions ſhall fo be changed that they 
ſhall be fit for the ſociety of mildernatures ; and if ſo, it will fol- 
low, that if the d;ſagreeing diſpoſitions of a man & his Wife are 
f: om their own corruption, and for want of the grace of the Go- 
{pell, that they may not for this be ſeparate the one from the 0» 
ther : for it 15 a rule inalllawes both Divine and juſt Humane 
lawes, that no man ſhall take advantage.cf bis own corruption, 
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The Doctrine and Diſcipline of Divorce, 

eo reſcaſe himfeif from fach bonds as Ged and Nature bath knit 
him in. So that bere , unchangeableneſle of a corrupt diſpoſition 
proceeding from 2 mans os womans own fault and corruption, 
will never be ellowed for a juſt ground, for any man to ſeek a 
Divorce from his Wite , or the Wife from the Husband, but'xa- 
ther a Divorce or parting With their own corruption , which is 
the cauſe ofall difcord and diiagreemenr. 

2, Tothe ſecond Poſition, that fuch a contraricty of diſpoſiti- 
ot will hinder the maine ends and benefits of mariage or conja- 
eall ſociety. \_ 

We anſwer : 

That if by contrarictie of minde 1s meant diverſities of conſti- 
tutions, then is it untrue : for the foft words and cariage of the 

tient man or worman, will {o farre prevaile with the cholerick 
or ſullen diſpoſition of theother party, not only to a ſubmiſſion 
to the main conjugall and mariage duties, but evento ordinaric 
converſe,as<xperience declareth , and Sal/omoz teacherh,namely, 
that /oft Wards pacifie Wrath, which in ctteQ is the ſame we ſpeak. 

It by cofttrarietic of minde or diſpeſition he will mcan ſome 
unheard of thing, which God and Nature hath planted on pur» 
poſe in ſuch a manand woman who afterwards ſhall marry, who 
ſhall bate one another with that mutuall antypathic as a man 
doth a Toador Poyſon ; and this 1snot at all for any j!] qualitics 
that either ſees in each other, but becauſe they will hate cach 
the other, 2s creatures between whom in nature cannot be any 
agreement, It he can finde fuch an exatnple in the World , let 
him tend his Book tothem for to take the benefit of it. 

if by your contrariety of diſpoſition , you mican a ſordid filthy 
ſallen diſpoſition, or other crabbed qualitie,. kindlcd in cach a- 
eainſt the other after mariage, and increaſed by cach mutuall 
provocation 3 this 1s not naturall ; no contrarietic in Naturc, but 
a {infull and corrupt aberratien from Gods law and their owne 
dutics, which they arc bound to purge away and to amend ; and 
{onot being naturall or of nature, but corruption willully nouri- 
ſhed , it this ſhould binder in any the main benefits of mariage, 
yet doth it make nothing to your purpoſe. 


3. To your third Propoſition , That folace and peace are the 
main benefits of conjugall ſociety, 
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To An An[wer to 4 Book, intituled; 
We Antiwer. 
# aAn(w. That this is very true in a right fenſ:, But that {Jace and 
\ peace which 15 contrary to diſcord and variance (in which ſenſe 
3 you ſcem to take jt) 1s not the main end of mariage or coinjugall 
Bi # tocicty, 1s very plain and apparent : nor y<t :he ſolace and con- 
tent in the gifts of the minde ef one another only , for then 
would it bave bech every wayes 2s rmuch , yea more content and : 
ſolace to Adam; and fo corf.quentiy to every man, to have had 
be another man made to him of his Rtb in ſtead of Eve : this is ap= 
FS parent by expcricnccs, which ſhews,that man ordinarily excceds 
2 | weman in naturall gifts of minde , and in del-Rablenfſe of con- 
| | zerfe; upon which we tuppoſc it may be plainly concluded, that 
the folace and meetnefl; of a helper to Adam which is ſpoken of, 
| was not that which you ſeem to {peak of as contrary to diſcord 
os 2nly,tut is a ſolace and a meetnefſe made up chicfly as of different 
oY Sexes, conſiſting of Male and Female, 
: Prop. To your fourth thing, that contraricty.of diſpolition is a greater 
cauſc of divorce then naturall frigidity, 
4 We Anſwer. | 
7 1,59, Contraricty of diſpoſition or conſtitution is no caulſc at all of 
13 divorce (as {hall be afterwards (hewed in the Anſwer to your 
IF Argumeats) cr if it werca cauſe, yet not greater then natarall 
trigidity, as will appear. For, 
1, Contrariety of minde or diſpoſition, may caſficr, or at the 
"| {eaſt as caſte 1n nature bs taken away and cured, as naturall frigi- 
j#3 dity or coldnefic, | | 
i? 2, But f:condly, to prove thiat contrarictic of diipoſition is not 
"N 12 great 2 cauſe of naturall divorce as naturall trigidiry, I argue 
thus. | 
If contraricty of minde or diſpoſition be not io great a cauſe to 
{-2ve maried pe:ſons to burning in luſt towards others , as natu- 
rall frrgidity 1s,in the.one marted partic,tolcave the other to burn 
| in luſt to others, then is it not ſo great a cauſe of divorce as natu- 
=; call frigiditie 1s. Byt the firſt 1s true, Ergo the latter, 
4k For the firſt part of this Argument its apparent, for contraricty 
if | of diſpoſitions is no cauſe of burning,io luſt towards others; b«- 
Wi cauſe notwithſtanding that, they may, and we ſee uſually doe 
"* _  performe mariage dutics each. to. other, But on the other {ide 
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The Do'?rine and Diſcipline of Divorce. 

where naturall tr:gidity or coldnefſs bears ſway, ». e. an 1mpoe- 
tency to mariage duties, there the other partic1s, as to burning 
in luſt, as if they were not maricdatall, or very little better, and 
fr want of conjugall duties by their yoke- toHow, and an impo= 
tencie to the ſame, they are in 2 great meaſure as likey to burns in 
luſts towards others as unmaricd perſons are ; which {uch as have 
only a coutraticty of minde or diſpoſition properly fo called are 
not likely ſo fubzeR to, 

As for the iccond part of the Argument, that it contrariety 
of mindes be not ſo great a cauſc of burfiing inluft as naturall fri- 
gidity, that then 1t 1s not fo great a cauſe of divorce as naturall 
frigidity. This appears from what was ſaid before, namely, be- - 
cauſe by the naturall irigidity of the one, the other is in its man 
ner, as to mariage or mariage duties, as if they had no yoke: fel- 
low, and ſo if the mariage it fclfe be not void ipſo fatto, yet al} « 
lay and reaſon mult yeild, that for the reaſon before cited he 
ought rather to be relieved by leaving his impotent yokefellow, 
then the other by leaving his or her wrangling yoke» f:ilow. 

So much for to{hew the error of your poſition, upon which al} 
your following diſcourte 1s, or ought to be grounded, 

Now to your reaſons which are to prove contraricty of diſpo- 
fition a juſt cauſe of divorce ; where we are to take notice, that 
vou 1a your reaſons go not about to prove your Poſition as you 
| have laid it down, vut only that contrarictic of minde is a jt 
cauſe of divorce betweene maried perſons, not taking notice 
whether 1t be unchangeable in nature, or whether it be a-greater 
cauſe of divorce then naturall frigidity, or whether there be chil- 
dren betwcen them, or conſent, as he hath expreſt himſzlt in his 
Poſition. | 

We ſhall endcavour to trace you in the Roade you goc, only. 
we ſhal be driven to contrac or ithorten your Argumeut tor bre- 
vity ſake. 

But before we come to your particular Arguments,the Reader 
is to take notice of one thing, namely, that all his Arguments, to 
prove a man may put away his wife for diſagreement of minde or 
diipofition,except. it be his Argument from Dex.24.1.they prove 
as cfeAually, that the Wite may ſue a Divorce fram her Husband 


»pon the {ame grounds, | 
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An Anſwey to 4 Beok, intituled, 


Your firſt proofe is the inſtitutvon of mariage Gen, 2. t0 make won 
wan a meet help for man, Fecauſe it was not good that mar ſhould ve 
alone : whence you colleft that a happy converſation by preventing 
loxeline(ſe, was the chicſe/t aud nobleſt end of mariage ; and tn caſe this 
end cannot be tound in mariuge , there may be relicfe by parting. 

We antwer and tcli you againe, that it 1s a happiC or a plca- 
ſant converſation , made up by creating them male and female, 
and not fimply as Eve wasa fit converſing toule tor Adam, as you 
af:ecward exprefle it, ftorthen would it have been more plezfant 
and beneficiall to Aaamto have had another man created, then a 
woman, 122.1 

2. VW hat will follow gpon this if it ſhould be granted ? will 
it follow, think you, that becauſe the cad of mariage is, that 
womm {hould bee: a meet helpe to man, therefore if thee 


. prove not ſo mect as is expected, he may then put her away and 


rake another : 1 hope no 4 Such kind of reaſoning deſerves no an» 
iwerat all. But now to his ſecond Argument, 

His ſecond Argument is, From the violence and crmelty which ts 
in forcing the coutinuance af thoſe maried per ſons together, whow God 
and nature in the gentleſt ends of mariage never Joyned, 

As tor tlic phraſc of the gentlett ends of mariage, its too ab- 
ruſe and of nouſe, except it be as you think to pleate the Reader 
witha nect phraſe. 

And for the maine of your Argument, you take too much 
for granted : for though! the caſe may be ſo , that ſome perſons 
are joyned together in mariage neither by God nor Nature, 
©jz, not allowing of it ; yet that for difagreement of dif- 
{tions or contrarietic of mindes the mariage ſhould be void, 
wee deny ; for yoide 1t tnuſt nceds be, if it be neither of Ged 
nor Nature, Now where a thing is void sp/o fatto, there neegs 
no legall proczeding to make it void, For cl:aring of this 
I hope you remember this diſtin&ion in our law , that ſonic 
things are void, and ſome voidable by due proceſſc of law. For 
example, if 7o4n a $:iles ſhould enter intoa bond of an hundred 
pound to /9%n a Nokes with condition annexed, that if the Obl- 
gor did killa third perſonbefore ſuch a day , then the Obligation 
thould be void, T his Obligation being withy condition a zainlt 
Jl:w, is void by the very waking of it, and the Obligor needsnet 
| {0 


The Doitrine and Diſcipline of Divorce. 


to ſue the Obliged in Chancery, to compel him to free him of 


the penaltic, becauſe void in it {lf 

On the other ſide, ſome things are voidable, 5.e, tobe made 
void by the partic himſelf by Procefle of law ; as it Tirms within 
the age of twenty one years makes a feoffement, levies a fine, or 
ſuffers arecovery of land te Sempronine , this is not ſimply void, 
but voidable : ſo that Tzrws when he comes to age, if the convey- 
21ce were by feoff:ment, he may remedic it by his Writ of Dun 
ſnit infra «tatem\, if it were by fincor recovery reverſe them by 
error, becauſe within age at the time. To apply it to your caſc, 
if men and women of difagrecing difpoſitions being joyncd in 
mariage , the mariage is void, being neither of God nor Nature, 
then there needs no Divorce or legall proceeding to part them, 
and then it is nothing to the Title of your Book, being The Do- 
firine and Diſcipline of Divorce, which you pretend to handle, 
briefly when you have proved, that ſach men and women who 
are maried, and are of contrary diſpoſitions or mindes, that their 
mariage is void, or not of God nor Nature, we will grant you 
the whole controverfie,in the mean time it1s too great a begging 
of the queſtion. | 

In your proſecution of this Seton, you are pleaſed to faine an 
ObjeRion , That the diſpoſition ought ro be knoWne before mariage. 

You are pleaſed to anfwer, That a diſcreee man being wary in 
this, yet may be miflaken ; tcr {ay you, the ſobreFt and beſt governed 
men are leaſt prattiſed in theſe things. 

But how ſo ? if ſobreſt and beft gawerned I hope they are the 
be:ter able to judge of the diſpoſition and cartage of a Maid or 
W'dow : But go 07, Y ou fay, ho knows not that the baſhfrill mute- 
neſſe of a Virgin may oft times #34e all the unlivelineſſe and naturall 
fothgwhich is really unfit fer converſation. 

Some arc baihfull and mute indeed : but what of that ? you 
ſpeak of triali of- chem whether they are fit for converſation or 
ro: if you would once tell what yon mean by converſation, I 
donbt there is none ſo modeſt but yon may make tryall of that: 
lf you mean fit for diſcourſe, and flexibleto your defires, to 25 a- 
broad or ſtay at home, &c. I know nothing'of any modeſty to 
hirder you, the tryall of theſe things before mariage, if you have 
lo much time, 
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A% An(wer to 4 Brok, intituled, 


MF Y e11 adde, 7 4 at there is yot that freene ſe of acceſſe granted or pre- 
44 i fremen,, as (4/11crth ro aperfett diſcerning till it bo too latee 
of : Sir we bolecye you tain things to your ſelf, to make good your 
*O-* Arguments. Kings and Princes indeed uſually have little acccfls 
+; to their Queeen or Prince: before mariage ; but for lower dc- 
55. grecs, tarc to much accelk is granted, without any immodeſltic 
el þ to di{ourne what you ſpeak of. 
+ Yor further go on, andifay, That thouzh they who have lived moſt 
BW 1: looſely, trove maſt ſucce flefoull in their matches, becanſe their wilae af- 
© -#E-4 fe tons unlttlng at will bave been as ſo many divorces to them to teach 


them txperience ; When as the ſober man honoring the appear ance of 
modeſty , «nd hoping Well of every ſociall vertue nnacr that veile, may 
eaſily chance to nacet, if not with a boay impenetrable , yet often with 4 
inde to all other aus converſation inacceſſible, 

AW, Modeſt menicldome dal with any, who as they arc not of 0» 
dies 1mpenetrable, ſo neither arc they toall duc converiation 1n- 
accelliole. It is true, it every man were of your breeding and 

" capacitie, there were ſome colour for this plea ; for we belicye 

Wir you count no woman!to! due converſation accellible, as to you, 

{ except the can ſpeak Hebrew, Greek, Latine, & French, ar.d dil- 
pute agaigtt the Canon law as well as you, or at lcalt be able to 
hold difcourſe with you. But other Gentlemen of good qualicic 

| ar. ccntent with meaner and fewer endow ments, as yon know 
well enough, | 

te Very tiue it is, that it js not amiſſe, for men of the beſt copaci- 

0 tics, Icarnipg, and breeding, that they ſhould match with thoſe 

"hp of the belt wits, qualitic, and breeding, and leave the duller Vir- 

| girs for the *mpler ſort; there is coough to own them, fy ore 

th dinarily they fall to their ſhares,and that it is not alwayes fo, you 

_ have no necd to attfibute.it to modeltie, that men doc not try 

- op their Sweet-hearzs wits before they have them : you know that 

' may be done with modeſty enough, although to try whether 
| their dodics are 1mpenitrable (as you call it) ſayours of the con- 

SE! -+1 itary, 
jo1 \Well, but you got on to makeup this your ſccond Argument 
[i from we diverſe evils that would follow if Divorce ſhould not be 
2 iaftered for contrarictic and difagreement of mindes, 


The 
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The firſt you lay, 1s an 11purarion upon God and hnilaW , of di. 
penſing with open and common adultery among his oven people; which, 
fy you, the rankeſt poluitian would think_it ſhame and aif- Worſbrp, 
that higlawes ſhomid countenance any ſich thing. But the ſhewing how 
: his comes 10 paſſe, you ſay you will reſerve to another place. 

We anſwer you, that we think this the fitteſt place for this 
Controverkic, ſeeing you hare named it here, and therefure ſhall 
free the law of God from any fuch imputation, and clcar that 
here which youafter bring from C//es, permitting divorce, and 
the ſence of Chriſt in the Goſpcll. 

Only firſt weſhill ſpeak to your phr: 1c aad manner of ſpeaking, 
and then to the matrer of it. 

Your phraſe 1s, Thar ſush an smpatation as wonld be caſt upon the 
Law of God by this means, theranke#t Politirian wonld think it ſhame 
and di/-wor ſhip that his lawes ſhonld be charged with any ſuch thing. 

Iz this the fine language that your Bcok is commended tor : 
Good your-worſhip look aluttle upon your Rhetorick in this one 
»iec2, {hall I ſay of nenſenſe : however I am fare it is contrary to 
all lawes and cuſtomes of ſpeaking, *Ranheit Politirian. Won- 
derfull ! 

What a Boariſh Adjc&ive you joyne with a Polititian, Polj- 
titian is 2 tithe worthie of honour and reſpe&, and why you 
ſhould fo diſgrzce it with this homely langaage, I cannot ima- 
Zine; except it be, becauſe Polititians ordinarily diff:r from you 


1n this your opinion. - For although its likely ſoine Polititians 


ſometimes at -a'time of need are content to.makes uſe of others 
then their ewn wives, yet to be divorced from their own'upona 
little contraricty vf mindes or diſpulttions , Polititians-will not 
cahly agree to 1t. | Es 

But to go on, T be ravukeſ? Politzrian would think it Game his laws, 
6. His lawes; ſirange1 Where were you bread? Sir, Whar 
are the lawes of your Common- wealth made only by 'one Polt- 
titian?-fure tharſame is a barren Countrey of Noble atid Learned 
men, And 1f tt be not barbarous, yet is it a very harſh phraſe, to 
call che lawes made in any Common-weaith, "the Jayyes of the 
Polititians:; much more of one only Polititian, 

But peradventure you mean the King, andthe lawes inay be 
called his; you-think, : 
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If you do mean him, its no uſuall phraſe to call him Polititiar 
without farther addition : or ifit were, you know its no good 
ſenſe in your own countrey, for I b:leeve you are not to heare of, 
Oui vulgus elegerit: And if you meane of ſome other Countrey, 
write your Book in their language, for the Engliſh will but de» 
ride ſuch language as this'1s. 

Againe, He world think, it ſhame and ai[: worſhip, (Gy you) to 
what, fay 1? to his lawes: ſtrange Philoſophy ! Are lawes now 
capable of ſhame and bluſhing ? Speaka little plainer if you have 
any ſuch point to broach. 

Bur, peradventure you meane, the Polititian would think it 
fame and dif-worthip, Well, but upon whom do you mean he 
thinks this ſhame and dif worſhip will light ? for you ſhew us 
not whether the Polititian would think this ſhame to redound to 
the lawes themſelves, 'orto himſelf, or to a third perſon or thing, 
pray let's know the next time, 

But againe, why ſhame and diſ-worſhip ? Do the lawes or 
the Polititian that makes:them,, ufe to be werthipped in your 
Common- wealth ? Well, we leave the Gentleman of that wors- 
ſhipfull coontrey , who looks for CGzood your Worlſhip at every 
word, and V:izam they arc not too worſhiptull to be W, 

Thus from your phraſc we paſſe on to the matter, which ſhould 
be put in here for the proofe of this firſt evills namely, that de» 
ny1ing of divorce for cauſc of contrarictic of minde and difpoſiti- 
on, Will caſt an imputation upon the law of God , of diſpenſing 
and conniving W ith common and open adultery amongſt his own 

cople. | 
, Well, how do you proyethis ? For the proofcof this we muſt 
be driven to bring in your Text of Dear, 24.1, which as you ſay, 


permuits, nay, 11 a Wiſe and pious law, that ſuch who did not love their 


Wives for ſome di/pleaſing natwrall quali: y or unfitneſſe in her,ke ſhould 
write her a Bill of Divorce : 1o you ſpeak pag. 26. compared witl: 


pag. 10, Now how this/impuration will come to fall upon the 


law of God, I believe you mean thus, That for a man to divorce 
his Wife urjuſtly and to marrie another, 1s adultery z- But the 
law of God allowes divorce anjuſtly , except difagreement of 

minde, or unpleaſant naturall qualitic be a cauſe, Ergo. 
in plaine tearms you mean God by AZefes ſuitered men to put 
away 


The Doctrine aud Diſcipline of Divorce, 


away their wivcs, if they found not love and favour in their cies ; 
by reaſon of ſome unplcaſing natural qualitie,(for ſo you are plea- 
ſed to reade the Text of Dex. 24.1.) Now you infer , if Aſoſes 
allowed this, and yet indeed it was not a juſt cauſsof divorce, 
then did God by /Moſe;'s law tolerate adulteric, in that it tolera- 
ted a man or woman to marnie to another, whileſt they were not 
lawfully partcd from their firſt Husbands or Wives. 

To take off this great Scare-crow andthe maine Pillar which 
he truſts in to hold up his whole Book, or molt part of it : it will 
be neceflaric a little to con(ider of this Text of Dem. 24. 1, whe- 
ther it doth indeed ſpeak any ſuch rhing or no. Our Engliſh 
Tranſlation hath it, If a man ſhall take a Wife and lic with her, 
and ſhe finde not grace in his cyes becauſe cf ſome uncleanneſle, 
fet him writc her a Bill of Divorce. So that it is for ſome unclean 
neſſe, and not for ſome diſpleaſing qualitie that is in her. Accor- 
ding toour Englith : the French Bible agrees, Powrtamnt que il 4 
rroune quelyue laide tache in elle, becauſe he hath found in her ſome 
toule, nnhoneſt, or abominable reproach, ſpot, or infamy ; for fo 
ſignihes /aiae tache, leromes Tranſlation bath it, Proprer aliquam 
jzaitatem, filthinefle or ſhamefull thing. [wnins and Tremetiur 
agrees, | 

A Tranſlation according to the Septuagint printed at Bj 
hath it, ,20mam invent inea fazdam, the Septuagint reads it 2ye:y 
+ 2vTh ynwuoy ameayudy the Subſtantive pragma, is uſcd, Atﬀts 5.4. 
to lignifie res; and 1 Cor.6,1, negotizom, bufincſlz3 James 3.16. 
opus or work: and the Adjective is uſed by Pal 1 {or, 12.23. 
tor indecorus, (hametull, diſhoneſt, or unbeſceming : fo figaitying 
that they underſtood this place of Demt, 24, 1, tobe meant of 
ſome ſhamefull or diſhoneſt thing, So they which tranſlate by 
the Septuagint have it, rem zxrpems, filthy thing. Io the Hebrew 
it is Gnerwath Dabhar, the very ſame words which are uſed 
Dext.23-14, The Lord thy God walketh in thy Camp todeliyer 
thee, therefore ſhall thy Campe be holy, that he ſee no Gnerwath 
D abhar in thee : that is, nouncleannefſe or uncleane thing, as is 
apparant by the foregoing Verſes : ſo here, if ſhe finde not fa- 
vour in her Husbands eyes becauſe of fome Gnernath D abbar, 
{oms mcleanneſſe or unclcane thing, The Hebrewesthemiclves 


expound this Text , to be underſtood of a woman of evill condi- 
D 2 tion, 
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49 AH An(wer 10 4 Beok., intituled, 
tion, who. is not modeſt according.to the honeſt Daughters of 
iſracl. So that here ſeems to be na ground for your undeittanding 
the Text to ſpeakof any unple ling naturall quality, when as in- 
decd it fpeaks of unckannefl: : ſo:that as we conceive, the maine 
Pullar of your Book js notable to hold up it ſelf, much lefle will it 

+ ſerve for a prop to hold up the reſt of your diſcourſe. 
3 PR But it may, be demanded , what manner ot urccleann«ſſe this 
2 \ ra Text ſpeaketh of ; for it ſcems it cannat be meant of adalteric: 
wp i for Chriſt ſpeaking (as it ſcems) with a relation to this Text, 
2-1-4 HMatth 19. fatth, ofes indeed ſuffered you to put away your 
; ©: \Wivcs, &c. But I ſay unto you, whoſocver ſhall pat away his 
2 - 8 3 \W.te exccpt it be for fornication, commits adulteric ; ſothat 
by which Moſes ſuffered to put away Wives for, was another cauſe 
© a: then what Chriſt here peaks of, namely, fornication, which 
could not be that which CIſoſes lutf:red putting away for, ſeeing 
C hrik oppoſeth putting away for tornication to putting away by 
Aaſes's law. | | 
Inj w, To this we *n{wer, that theuzh it be little materialt to our 
| peiat in hand, what ungleannefie this Text Dex, 24. 1. ſpeaks 
of ; whether it be a legal, ceremoniall, or.a morall uncleanacl: ; 
for.it ſufticeth to our purpolz, if it be n2t ſme unpleafing natu- 
call qualitie, as this author hath affirmed : Yet we {hall humbly 
propeſe to the judicious and learned with their favour, and under 
correction, what unckannefi: this Text of Dent, 24. ſpeaks of, 
Not propoſing 1t as a ſcale inftallible,, but one which may be 
E:+4 {om*-thing probable, 

4 And that 13, th.atthis Text Dext, 24, 1. ſpeaks of an unclean- 
IF 4 | nel: committed betoremariage, which we utually call by the 

; name of fornication ; the fame uncleannefſe which is ſpoken of 

'K: Dext.22.13,14,15,&c, Where it is ſaid, /f a man take a wiſe an 
BY !ze with ker, and hate ber, ana hell ſay, 1 toak_this maman to Wiſe, and 
| | wi 4 [ came in ate ber 1 found her not a majde; andthe Tet gocs 
on, and ſhewes what (hall be done 1n this caſe. 

This Text is doubtl<{i2 to be underſtood of a man who takes a 
Wife and findes [he hath committed tollie before mariage, which 
we ordimrily call by the name of fornication. The fame kinde 
BY: of unclcannefls (thder correction) may be here mcant : that 
Wo when a man merries a White and findes her not a,Maide, but don 
Vid ; ; les, 
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filed, and to beuncleane by formcation committed before ma- 
r1age. 

Azainſt this ſenſc of the place we conceive there tay be two 
ittrong objections made which we ſhall endeavour to anfwer, 
and ſo leave it to the conſideration of the Reader. 

The firſt ODjcRion may be from that Text Dewe.22.12,13, 
te, where the direQion is there, that if it be found according 
tothe complaint of her Husband, that ſne was not a Maide but 
defiled, that ſhe ſhould be ſtoned todeath , and not be put away 
by Divorce; by the ſame reaſon, it this Text of Dexz, 24, 1. 
ſpeaks of that uncleanneſk, ſhe ought to be ſtoned to death; and 
ngt ſuffered to eſcape by. Divorce. 

To this we an{wer two things. 

Firſt that there was a twotold uncleannefic or defilement of 
Virgins by the law ; the one was, when ſhe contented not to the 
unclearn .fſe or defilement , but it was committed upon her by 
force, and this in the Maide did not deferve death, as is ſhewed 
Dent.22.26, 

Secondly, there was a deflement with the conſent of the 
Maide, and this ſeems to be diftinguithed by the law tobe of twe 
qualities. | 

I, Thefirſt was, whena man by intifing words ſhould tempt 
and intice a Maid tolye with her, and ſhe upon his promiſes and 
inticements ycilded to it, but preſently after the fact did difcover 
it to her fathcr or kindred , to compcll the fame man to marrie 
her : and of this kind it ſeems is ſpoken of E xd. 22, 16. In this 
caſe the man was compellable to marry her, and fo {hs was not in 
this caſe tobe puniſhed with death. 

Secondly , there was another diſtin&ionof this defiling of a 
Virgin, vis, When the: Maide conſented to commit felly with 
any privately , and fo as. it proceeded from her whorith ſpirit 
principally, with a meer defire to commit filthinefſe, asa com- 
man Strumpet or W hore, and concealed this; 1o-that the partie 
by her concealment could not be compelled to marrie her ; and 
after, this defiled Vargin takes another-man to Husband , and he 


findes her not a Maid, but to have committed follie in.her fathers-. 


houſe, and never declarcd it, to the end the man who committed 


follie with her might be compelled to marrie: this (ander f:-- 
| D 3 Your) 
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- vour) is that which Dext,22. m,13,14, &c, was tobe puniſhed 
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"with death, and a Divorce not to ſerve the turn, 

But then for the nncleanneſſe, Dexr.24.1. which a man found 
inbis Wife, it might very weil be , that a man jgnorantly took 
ſuch a woman to wife, as cither had been raviſhed by forc= (as in 
the firſt ſenſe ) and fo was defhiled, or that bad been- defiled by tho 
*nticement of ſome man , of which fat ſhe had made knowne 
to her father, to the end tocompell bim to marry her who de- 
filed her, and her father upon knowledge of tt utterlytetuſed to 
give her tohim to Wite, as Exodus 22,17, and ſheaftcr marrics 
another who findes her defiled or unckeane 1s diſpleaſed therc- 
with,ſo that ſhe findes no! favour tn his eyes, he may not 1n this 
c3iz proſecute her to the death, as in Cap. 22. but only divorce 
her,as { ap.24,1, & 2. 

But ſecondly we anſwer, that! in calc it ſhould be the ſame 
uncleanneſſe and | defilement with that Dextr. 22, x1,12, &c. 
then we ſay it | Was lets by the law to the choice of the 
man to proſecute her to death, as Cap. 22. or to Divorce her, 
as Cap, 24, And though I know this will ſound very harſh 
and irreconcileable at the beſt ; yet- (under favour I conceive) 
I may as eaſily reconcile theſe two places thus together, 
as Chriſts ſpeech, CA7atrhew 5, 32, can be reconciled to the 
law of adultery. [For as'I concerve, there is no man but will 
cont:{le that at that time when Chriſt ſpoke, the law of put- 
ting to death for adulteric was in force; and yet you fee, 
Matthew 5, 32. heſiyes not, he that profecutes not his Wife 
to the death for being an Adultereſſe, is guiltie ; but whoſo- 
crer puts away his Wite, except for fornicaticn , he com- 
mits adulterie, 

Now if there had been an abſolute neceſfitic in the man to 
proſccute his Wife to feath for adulterie, I ſuppoſe Chriſt 
would never have mentioned Divorce , for that which muſt 
of neccſlity have death. So it may ſeem it was left tothe mere 
cy of the [{usband, The fame fay tothercconciling the com- 
mand of putting to death the defiled Virgin, Dent.22. and di- 
7QCing her, Cap.24. | 
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It may further by obſeRed, that it cannot be the ſame nn» ©6jcf7. 
cl:anncfſe meant here w hich) in {baptey 22, becauſe there di- 
reQion is given for a triall of the charge of uncleannefle laid to 
her, but not fo hcre: and if upon triall there it be found a 
_ charge he may not put hcr away all the dayes ct his 
ife. 

To this we ar.ſwer two things, 
Firſt it will not follow, but that the ſame triall ought to 
be in the 24 Chapreyasin the 23. although not mentioned, yet x Aus. 
to be underſtood ; as well as the fathers d:flent to the mariage of ; 
his Daughter to one who hath dctiled her be not mentioned, 
Dent.22.29.yet is to be underſtood as well as it is Exod, 22.17, 
where it is mentioned. 

But ſuppoſ: the ſame triall be not to be underſtood in the 2 Ar/3v. 
24 Chapter as in the 22. 'yct will 1t not follow but that it 
may bee the fame uncleanneſſe (onely differing in the con» 
ſent of the Maide, &c.) for though 1t be the fame unclean* 
nefſe, yet doth there not need that examination and tryall 
where onely a divorce is intended, as where death is in- 
tended, 

But there ſcemes to be another great Obje&ion agamlit 4; 
this ſenſo of the word Unclcanncile, that: it cannot be meant * 
of fornication before mariage; becauſe Chriſt ſpeaking with 
relation to this Text , as it ſeemes, underſtood it otherwiſe 
then of fornication, as appeares by his concluſion, that 
whoſoever ſhould put away their Wives except for fornicas- 
tion, &c. So that it would ſeeme plaine Cur1srT un- 
derſtood not this Text to bee meant of fornication, for 
he ſeemes to blame this putting away founded upon this Toxt, 
and yet allowes divorce for fornication. 

For anſwer to this bricfly, wee conceive the words An/s.. 
fornication and adultery are - uſed in the New Teſtament, | 
if not reciprocally , yet at the Icaſt promiſcuouſly : and that 
that by fornication ts many times meant more. then un--. 
cleanne;: committed betweene unmaricd perſons; as 1 {o- 
renthians 5.1. there the word fornication is uſed and apply- 

& to inceſt 3 And 1n 1. Corimitwans 10, 7, Neither Ict p 
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i” be fornicators, &c. being applycd to the Ifraclite Nom, 25. 
i: who lay it is ſaid, with the woman of Afiaian , which 
2 {| ſeems to be no Maid , for the title Woman is ſeldome applyedte 
"8 5 them: So1 Cor. 5 he that commits fornication fins againſt his 
OE: own bodie, 15 doubtlefie to be underſtood of adulteric as well as 
of aricleanneflſe between fingle perſons , if it be not ſolely meant 


b* ct adultery, 

"5 ' £0 thenour anſwer is, that the word fornication is often aſed 
E oe Ns for adultcrie, after mariage : and we concave Chriſt intended 
26 48, it fo, when he faith , Whoſoever ſhall put away his Wife , except for 
xx; fernication, Gt, that is, for adultery, or dehiling his mariage bed; 

5 89'Y and to Chriſt ſpeaks not of the ſame uncleannefle Hofer doth, al- 


M04 theuzh Moſes's hould be meant of fornication. 

Fg Thus you have our firſt anſwerto this your placeof Devr.24.1, 
that it 1s meant of u1clkann:{12, as the Originalland other lan- 
gnages rcads it : and though we are not over confident ofthe 
Kindo of uncleannefſe whether 1t be fornication before mariave, 

" 25 we have ſhewed, or{omenaturall, legatll, or fintull gnclean- 

' -nefte, it much marters not; this we only propoſe to the-Readere 

E: + conlderation, upon triall torezeRit, or receive it as he findes 1t 

3 upon examination, | 
40S0 | Bur in caſe this anſwer fails; we have two other anſwers tr: 
= your place of Dext,24.1, only two Objections remain, 
= Fc [597 1, That Chriſt findes fault with this 'Dyvorce grounded upon 
=—_= 7 Moſes's law, and ſhewes it was not ſo fromthe beginning, nor 
* | ought not tobeſo now : which proves the divorce for unclean- 
Z Sku) ne{l[e Dext, 24.1. cannot be underſtood of fornication, or un- 
= Bel cle:pnefle committed before mariage, tor that wos alwaycs 
{44 allowed of fromthe beginning as a3.{t cauſe of divorce, and fo 
3s ſcems tobe now, | 
Be Anſio, To this we only an{wer, that whencither of theſ= twoare pro- 
by ved, we thall withngly ler f:I}] that4nterpretation; in the mcan 
time we leave it torheconſiderate Reader. 
Obiett, - 2. /Butir may be further obj3zRed, that whatſoever it was that 
 Mofesallowed of Divorce (for , whether tor fornication before 
by mar1agc, 4s 15 faid before, or for ſome unpleafing naturzll quality, 
' SEWL.7 as our Author would haveit; yer the imputation of diſpeniing 
4 -with common adultety is-not taken away , 1n caſe it wasi not : 
Ju 


The Doetrine and Diſcipline of Divorce, 


zaſt-cauſe of dizorce, For anſwer to this we come to our ſecond 
anſwer to this pl:ce of Dext. 24. 1+ 


25 


i ln the cond place we anſwer to Dear, 24 1- incaſc your rea A , W, 


ding ſhould be found good to be of a difpleniing naturall qualitic, 
and that they did unjuſtly put away by this law their wives z 
then we anfwer, this place of /Yoſes permits no divorce at all ; 
but was only a law magcin fayour of the woman who was un- 
juſtly put away, and a ſutferer : in this caſe oſes provides, that 


zaſtly 
SET a woman ſhould be wrongfully & by force be put away, 


yet he would by this law compellthe Husband to give her a Bill 
of divorce, which ſhould be a token to her father and her friends 
that it was the a&of her husband todiſmiſic and put her away, 
and not her yclintary a& « for which, had it been voluntary on 
her part, ſhe would have been judged a Where anda wandering 
Vagrant ,\ and ſo would ſcarcely have been received into her f2- 


thers houſe : fo that Z7oſes may ſeery here not to give any law of 


divorce; but rather alaw tocompell ſuch ot the Jewes, who in 


their cruelty , and from the bardneſſe of their hearts would un» 


juſtly and by forte put away their wives,to make them a writing 
of divorce and to give it her, which ſhcu!d bea teſtimony for the 
woman after {be departed, that (ſhe wandered not as a Whore or 
a Vagrant of her own minde fromthe compiny of her Husband, 
but it w:$ his fac by force to put her away. | 

For the proofe of this fence of the place we conceive three 
things mak: tothis purpoſe. 

I. Becauſe I finde nolaw ofdivorceallowing men to put :+ 
way thcir wives before this Jaw, (if in cafe this thould be fou:d 
to be ſach alaw)ar dyct I hnde divorce practiſed by the Jewes, 
therefore Levir, 21-14. it is commanded to the Pricft, that he 
ſhold not marry a Widow, 03a woman that was divorced, which 
implics there were ſome women divorced, Now it divorce was 
praRtiſcd and no law allowing it,! have reaſon tothink this place 
of Dext. 24.1. is a law torcmedie ihe extremity of their unlaw- 
full divorces, by compel'jg them-to make a Bill in favour cf the 
woman that was. put ary br and not a law either commanding 
ar allowing the divorce it ſclfe,. 

2, It ſcemes to appear fronathe conrexion of the words, hee 
ſhall give her aBill of divorce, that when ſhe is departed om cf 


E his- 
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An Anſwey to a Book, intituled, 
his bouſe ſhe may become the Wife of another man; fo that the 
Bill ſeems meerly to be made for her benefit. 

3. The Text hcte allowes the woman to marry againe,ſhe be- 
ing the ſuffering partie and nnjuſtly put away ; but he being the 
cftending , 1t ſpeaks nothing of allowing him to marrie againe; 


{v5 it ſeems the proviſion of the Bill ef Divorce was for her bene- 
fit only. 

Againſt this the words of Chriſt will be objz&ed, Jfatth. 19. 
and M4ark10.1othe Phariſees , when they had asked, if a man 
might put away his Wife for every cauſe, Aarth, 19, 3. Chrift 
antwers, That God at the be ginnming made them {ale and Female, 
and that a man ſnall forſake Father and Mother and cleave unto hi; 
Wife: the Phariſces upon this, ask Chriſt, why Zſoſes did come 
mand to give a writing of Divorce, and to put her away ; then 
Chriſt anſwers, Loſes, berauſe of the hardne (ſe of your hearts (ufft- 
red you to put aWay your Wines , bus from the beginning it was not fe, 
So that ſome may ſay , Chritt here ſeems to affirme not only the 
Biull of Divorce to be of Xeſes, but even the Divorce itſelf, - 

It appears not to be ſo, but rather that Chriſt anſwers the Pha- 
riſces according to their opinion of Aſoſes law , and he grants 
them that in:ſomeſort Hoſes might be ſaid to ſuf. r men to put 
away their Wives, becauſe he commanded the Bull to be made in 
favcur of the woman, the ſuffering party :- but faith Chriſt, from 

the beginning it was pot {o, that men (hould put away their Wivcs 
as the Jewes did, neither was this Bill then invented: and this 
may-ſecm to be the ſubſtance of Chriſts words. 
Weanſwer toyour Text Dent, 24.1, in thethird place, that 
;f the other two ſatiſhe not , then may that be a good poſitive 
law made by 4Zefes, during the time of the Jewiſh politic or 
government, properly calle4 Mofaicall ;- yet now Chriſt un- 
der the New Teſtament hach aboliched that law to all his fol- 
lowers, To this purpoſe that of Chriſt Afarth, 5.31,32, It was 
fajd unto of old, that whoſoever ſhall put away his Wife, let bim give 
ber a bill of divorce : then Chrilt addes, But T ſay unto you, whe 0- 
ever ſuall put away his Wife except it be for cauſe of formication, can. 
{*th her to commut adultery , and whoſoevr ſhall marry her that is di= 
worced committeth adultery, This place of our Saviour concerning 
divorce may ſeem not to beto the cnd to reforme the falſe gloſſes 
of 


— 


The Dottrine and Diſcipline of Divorce. 


of the Phariſees concerning divorce, (as it is uſually thought) but 
rather to ſhew the law of the Golpell to hikes vs, nba 
lore and pallivg by injurics thenthe law : As who ſhould fay, 
under <Aloſes, where there was many dntics required ; and yet 
through the darknefſe of the diſpenſation of heavenly things, 
thete was Little grace and power to ay in what wasrequired, 
then the law of Divorce did mercifully bear with the inficmities 


of people ; and during thetime of this diſpenſation , this law of 


Divorce was a good poſitive law : But now whoſoever will be 
my follower and protefſe himſelf tohavereceived theplentcons 
grace of the Goſpell, he muſt be fo farre from uſing hardihip or 
ankindnefſe to.hts Wite, or others to whom he is ncerly bound, 
that he muſt not revenge wrong done from ſtrangers & en:mice, 
but pray for them,and blefſe them ; he muſt be fo farre from turn= 
ing his Witc out-of doores for her ill cariage, yea although it 
ſhould proceed to curfing and perſecuting him , that he mult uſe 
all mildneſic,and love, and godly means to re forme her ; compare 
this with verſe 43, 44. and fndoc idoed with all the latter part of: the 
Chapter , and you will-finde the drift of Chriſt, to give as it 
were new inlargements of lawes under the Goſpell , requiring 
more ſpiritualneſs in obſervation,then the Molſaicel government. 
 Fhis interpretation I cannot conceive to be either contrary to 
the ſcope of Chriſt in this Chapter,which principally is,to ſhei 
that he came not te deſtroy the law but to fulfill it :ror is it con» 
trary to any other ſound and wholeſome Doarine laid downs ir: 
Scripture , neither opens any-gap to any to throw away //cr's 
taw , as not at all pertaining to us, I think there is none that 
thinks,but that there were given by Ao/es, not only ceremoniall 
Precepts, but even jadiciall, rothe Jewes, which for us to ob- 
ſerve under the Goipell, would be fo farre from piety , that it 
would be finfull ; and I know nothing why this law of Divorce 
may not be anc. | 
Only one word to your corrupt and wicked glefieypon our 
Saviours words, Afatth, 19. and Hark 1o; where te tels the 
Phariſees, that whoſocyer ſhould put away bis Wife, except for 
fornication, he did commit-adultery ; you 40 pat off the matter, 
as it Chriſts ſpoech was never intended to forbid a Divorce, for 
your indiſpotition, unfitnefs, or contraricty _ minde, bat my 
. 3 only 
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An Anſwer to 4 Book, intituled, 
only as you ſay, 7 nat { brift here did only deale lied, wiſe Phyſerian 


adminiitring one exceſje againſt another ro bring us to a per ſeft meane, 
and that where the Phariſces were ftrich, there ( briſd ſeemes tobe re- 
miſſe; and where they were too remiſſe he ſaw it need[ull to ſceme mo/? 
{evere : 1n one place, (ay you, he cenſures an unchaſte look to be adul- 
tery already commilted, and at another time he paſſeth over aftuall 
aaxltery with leſſe reproofe then for an uncha#te look : So here, lay 
vou, be may be thought te give this rigid ſentence againſt Divorce, 
»19t t0 cut off all remed yz0 4 yu man who conſumes with adiſconſolate 
matrimony, but to lay a briale upon the bold abuſer of thoſe overween- 
izo Rabbics, CC. 

'To this we anſwer, that this your glofſe is not only intolcrable 
abule cf Scripture, but ſmels very ſtrongly of littl- lefle then blaſ- 
phcmic againlt Chrilt himſelf. 

For what 15 it el(c, to ſay Chriſt was here molt ſcyere,, where 
the Phariſees were molt remiſſe, and that here he admimniſtred 
cn2 exceſſc againſt another, &c, For though it ſhould be found 
that Chriſt ſometimes, to check the pride and hypocrifie of the 
Pharifies, ſhould by his not affording them an anſwer ſeem re- 
miſſe, where they were too4{:1cre, and fo on the contrary, Yet 
that Chriſt ſhould poſitively lay down arcfolution, as one of his 
Precepts under the Goſpell without any exception ; and this his 
Precept to be anexci> to reduce the Pharifics to a'mean, 1s too 
bold and dangerous an al{:rtion for any man to venture upon. 

- And for your cxamples which you cite where Chrift was one 
timc remifle, and another time more ſevere againſt a lefſe fine, 
they arevoth utterly falſe ; for in the one place Chriſt doth not 
{ay , that anunchaſte look js adultery, but he that upon looking 
on a waman doth luſt aftcrher, hehath committed adultery in 
his heart , fo that it is not the looking on her, but the luſting af- 
ter her which js adultery, and that but of the heart neither : true* 
ly 1 finde not here an exceſſce, or too much ſcycrity in Chriſt,but 
tearfull audacity in Dag 

And for your other example of the woman taken in adultery; 
where he was more remiſic, and gave her not ſo ſharpe a reproof 
38 here for an unchaſte look; this is as falſe, for he bids her goe 
away and finme n0 more leaſt a worſe thing then death by toning 
came to ker ; and I bope thisis feverer then Chrilt ſpeaks of the 
unchaſte look, as you call it. But 


| : 


The Doctrine and Diſcipline of Divorce, 


But to anſwer to what you chiefly intend, you zre to know. 
Chriſt Martbew 19, doth not dirct his ſpeech concerning Dj- 
Yorce., as an ecxcecfi2 againſt the Pharthes tempting queſtion 
only, but as a firme ſtable reſolution of the Goſpel]: to clear this 
conſider bur two things, 

1 That Chriſt bcfore this time had given the ſame reſolution 
to his D.ſciples 2ſatth5.3 2. where he ſpake principally to his 
Diſciples, as zppeares Yer/e 1. And therefore it cznnot be jn- 
tended that Chrilt ſpake itto reprefle the pride and falſc gloſs of 
the Pharifcs only. 

2 And fccondly its apparant that Chriſt did intend otherwiſe 
then you fay to-contradi the Phariſees , for if he had only tcld 
they, that he which puts away his W:te except for fornication, 
committed adultery , this had been cnough to have contr2diRed 
them': but he addes, that whoſoever ſhall marry her who is put 
awz2y ©: herwiſe , he commits 2dultery : And ſo I conclude, 
Chriſt intended this ſpeech to his Diſciples, as a direion bind- 
ing all Chriſtians under the Goſpell ; and gave it not as an expret- 
five reſolution to repreſle and crelz the pride and falſe gloſles 
of the Phariſtes. 

Now for the reſt of your ſtuff: which fils many Pages about the 
{cnſe of Moſes Dent. 24.1, and of Chriſt Matth.19. and the opi- 
nionsof other men npon the ſame, of which, ſome you approve, 
8nd ſome you confute,, we conceive 1tnece]-flc totrace you, as 
thinking we have given you the true ſenſe of oſes and Chriſt al- 
readie,to which wereferre the triall of all which you are pleaſ.d 
to ſpeak vpon the ſame. 

Inbriete the\ſummeof our anfwer to this place of Dear. 24.1, 
tor the lawfulnefſe'of putting away a mans Wife tor ſome difplea- 
{ing naturail Gualitie, is, that firſt, that it {peaks of Divorce for 
uncleanneflc, and not for diſagreement : or ſccondly, if it doth, 
it allowes not of the Divorce, but appoints the Bill in favour of 
the woman : or thirdly; 1fitallowes both, yet now is it altered 
by Chrift under the Goſpe!l. . 

If any ſhall think theſe anſwers to fall foul upon ezch other , 
we eafily grant it, and fay its uſuall in this kinde ; and beſides we 
write not as Prophets but as men : and if any of the anſwers: 
be to the point, and overthrow that which we conceived to be 
» 3M £rror, 1tS ſufficient, BY Y our 
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An Avſwer tos Book, invituled, 
Your fecond cvill which youſay would follow, if Divore« 


werenot lawſall tor diſpleafing naturall qualitics,&c. is,7 bat the | 


Law «nd-the Goſpell would be [nbjettto more then one contratittion, 
but to ſhew this you deferre it to another place. 

Anſwer. We ſhall take it here, and tcllyou,.its no contradii- 
on at all , that 2Zoſex ſhould allow a Divorceand Chriſt deny it. 
if it could beproved : For thereis a twofold contradiftion (ag 
you know well cnough ;) -one is, when the Gefpell (hall blame 
the Law for tolerating things contrary toit ſelf, that one time 
it made a thing lawſull, at another timeunlawfull; this is the 
contradidion-you muſt ſpeak of if 5ouipeakto the purpoſe , that 
the Gofpcl ſhall blame or contradi&t Hſofes's law, for maintains 
ing contraric things in it ſclf, ; 

Then ſecondly , there is a contradiction of the Goſpell to the 
Law ; that the Goſpel counts ſome things underits difpenfation 
to be altogether unlawfull to be done , which the Law allowed 
3s lawfall and pious in the time of its diſpenſation : this kind of 
contradigion we grant there is betweene the Law and Goſpel 
many times, but is nothing to your purpoſear all : for example, 
Circumciſion was a dutic of weight; now its a hainous crime : 


fo Sacrifices, Otterings, Waſhings, and a handred the like, and 


yet the Gofpel blames not the Law for thefe things in the time 
of its diſpenſation : no more will it follow m caſe of Divorce, if 
it ould be aHowed then and denicd now, except you canſhew 
the firſt kinde of contradiftion, 

Your third evill which you ſay would follow if Divorce ſhould 
be denied to ſuch wiowey ant; omeiyn Ok 1orns is, The 
kerehy the [upreame di Charity., wor 92s 
wich wt hr; But kd is*hjis done? You rigs Glow 
Paul ſauth, it 1s better to marry then to burnt: tis true, Panldoth fay 
{o : what will fellow of that? Is Pals pofitive reſolution be- 


come the fupreame diate of Charitic ? elfchow followes it, the 
fpreeme didtete of Charitic is violated by denying Divorce on . 
your grounds, becauſe Paxt faith it 5s better to marry chew to barne 


remember your if wellfare yourhink all amt ſpeak. 
Well, what would you inferretrom Pans wor 


marry rhento barn 


You fay, That mariage Was given 41 4 remedy of that trouble. So 
fay 


$,'9f 3s better fo. 


The Doctrane and Piſcipline of Divorte., I! 
(ay we ; but yet not/ properly that ardination of mariage firlt 
»; Paradiſe, for then _ no ſuch burning. _—_ 
Well, go on; we ask you what this burning in luſt is which 
Part mcans : vou are pleated to zn{wer, hat, certainly not the 
' peer motionof carnail luſt not the meer goade of aſen/vrive aeſire,God 
| doth nor principally take care for ſuch cattell, 
{ Truly you atc apt to ſpeaks very high language + but what , 
| would follow if Paw (bould takecarc, nottor the nouriſhment, © 
but for the ſuppreſſing of a axcer mation of carnall luſt ? Surc no 
evil. | 
| Well, but we will have your advice politively, as well »5 nega- 
| tively, what the Apoſtle mans, when he ſfayes 7 «1 herrer ro mare 
ry ther to burne, 
' Youlſiy, It is that deſire which God put in Adamin Paradiſe , be- 
 forehe knew the ſraxe of incontinen:y © it was that deſire, Which God 
* {aw it was nat nood that mas ſhauld be left alone , to brurne in a lowge 
| ans to pat off /alitarmeſſe, by uniting an»ther body , but not wuhaut « 
fr ſoute to bis in the cheer full ſociety ef wealack, 
* Wepray ycufcrioully to retract this ſentence, and openly to 4,4, 
* conf.fſe you were aſleepe when you writ it, | ma TE 
| We defireany indifferent man but to conſider the ſcope 6f the 
© Apoſtle in that Chapyer of 1 Cor.7, and to tell us if your cxpoſi- 
* tionof theſe words; it 17 better to marry then to burne, benot ſuch a 
* meer trifling and abuſing the Scripture as ſeldome is met with. 
' This muſt needs be a-juſt Paraphraſe upon Paw words if your 
| expoſition were ſound. 
' I Pawama Batchclour, and I never met with any fit and meet 
| (converſing ſoule, to fit my deſire, todiſcourſe and converſe with 
| mceasT had when I was in Adam; but I ſpeake to you Virgins 
and Widowes, although it be thus with me, yet it were good if 
you could remaine {ſolitary without any fit converiing ſoule to 
diſcourſe with you : but if you cannot live altogerie alone all 
the dayes of your life (however I (huft for my ſcltc) yet doe you 
marrie, viz, gelfome fit converſing ſoulcs, luch an one as Adam 
thought of when he was alone in the Garden, and no bodie crea- 
ted but he. For it is better for you ſeeing you cannot live alwaigs 
lone, to have ſome ſuch fit converling ſoule, to drive away the 
time with, then to pine eway like 4 Dove in a aw 
WAaere 
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An Anſwer to a Buok, intituled, 
where there is none to beare her company. This is the eff: of 
your expolition of Paw, when he faith, # 5s better to marry ther 
's burne : the relating of which your expoſition is cnough to 
confate itand make it lighter then vanitic it fol. 

"$0 We paſſe ta your third Argument; the efte& whereof ſeems 
to be this, | | Fx 1 

T hat the not allowing of divorce'in caſe of contrariety.of mindes and 
ai/poſnions in maritd perſons, will be a ground or cccaſion of their de- 
fire after other proſors, beſides their own Wives ; becauſe when a 1.1; 
finder no contentment at home he is apt to looke for the ſame abroad, 

We anſwer yot!, \what if he dolook abroad, fo long as it is but 

to mect with afit convening ſonle ,” provided he medcl:s not 
with he: bodic, let him recreate himſelf, its lawtfull-encagh : tis 
your own doarine, A fit converſing fonle for man is thenobl:(t 
end of mariage : Therefore I think we may without danger, let 
2 Mans rcincs looſe to-accomodate himfelf fo , if his Wife hath 
Bot ſuch a ft converſing ſoute as ſhe ſhould have, only let him re- 
member to come home to her at night, -If you ſhould fay , that 
you meane wan: of content at home will cauſs a man to Juſt un- 
law fully after the bodics of other mens Wives. 

W:e anſwer you there is no congruitic in that fſfenſc 
with the reft of your Book : for according to your own Do- 
arine wemay reaſon thus : That defire which is not ſatisfied 2t 
home by a mans own Wjte, will break out tow'ards other mens 
Wives ; but the deſire which is to be {atisfied by a mans owne 
Wife is, that ſhe be a fit converſing ſcule ; Zrge, the not finding 
a mans Wife afit converfing ſoule , will not endanger cr{tir vp 
2ny other defires but to convetſe with the ſoules of other mens 
Wives; andthis we allovy you todo and keepyourown (ill, 

But cneugh ct-this: only we defire the nexe time you write, to 

tell us the meaning” of this fit converiing foule, We have heard 
that Angels coaverſe with one another asthey are Spirits ; but 
tor Huſbands and Wives, though they ought not to love in word 


' only , but in-deed and -4n truth with the aff:ions of the heart, 


yet we know no converfing with one another, but:whatis by 
wordsoraQions., | 
Wellyoa goc on and talk in this Setion, Of a man meeting in» 


Read of aſweet c- pi 7yner of pleaſant ſeciety , it oftew happens , tha 
Jonny 


The Doctrine and Diſcipline of Divorce, 


young men, whe bave put their chiefe content iu 4 contented mavia1s, 
yet they meet with an Image of earth and fleame. 

We confctic this is ſomething a fad caſe : but yet I believe you 
ſpeak but hyperbolically (as they uſe to ſay) for VVomen are uſi- 
ally more then carth and fleame, they have many times ſpirit c- 
nough to weare the Breeches, if they meet not with a rare Wit 


A HM, ww) 


to order them. I wonder you ſhould uſe ſuch phraſes ; 1 know, 


nor heare of any Maids or V Vomen that are all carth and fleame, 
much lefle Images of earth and ficame : If there be any ſuch, yet 
you necd take nothought for them, there are enough dull encugh 
to own them; & for your ſelf or any other who delire them, there 
are ſpirited Dames enough, who are ſomething belides meere 
Images of carth and fleame. 

Your fourth Argument is, Becan/e mariage by 4 { ovenant,whoſ+ 
very being conſiſts not in a forced cohabitation or 4 counterfeit per for- 
wance of duties, but in unfeined love and peace, 

It is true, but how prove you by this,that if there be not found 
this peace and joy between maried perfons, there may then be a 
Divorce : for where the chiefe end cf a thing is not alwaycs at- 
tained in its ful meaſure,yet will it not be lawfull to ſeek 2 iepara- 
tion from it. Will you arguc,that becauſe Herax P/a/, 88.tornd 
not that pcace and ſolace which is the main end cf communion 
with God, that therefore he might break off that communion. 
Or how think you ; ſuppoſe you ſhould covenant with a man at 
Hackzey, that he ſhould dwell in your houſc at Alderſgateſtreet, 
& you in requital would dwel in his houſe at Hackney tor a time ; 
I doubt not but your main end in this your Covenant was your 
ownlſolacc, peace, and refreſhing, Well, but ſuppoſe when you 
come there, the Cavaliers or other Souldicrs ſhould trouble you, 
and ſhould be quartered there ; who peradventure if they did not 
quite put you out , yet would lic in your moſt pleaſant Chamber 
beſt ſcituate for your ſolace and refreſhing ; and divers other 
waics would annoy you ; by mcanes whereof you could not en» 
joy that plcaſurc and delight which you intended in your Cove- 
nant, when you changed houſes with the other, Think you in 
this caſe it would be lawfull or accepted on by the other partic it 
now you ſhould come.to him and fay ; Sir, I covenanted for your 
houſe at Fackzey for my own refreſhing, I and "—_ 
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Ap Anſwer to a Book, intituled, 


; but I am diſturbed of it, I do not enjoy the end of my Covenant, . 


give me my ovvn houſe again,and go you live there. He would tel 
you,and ſo he might jultly, ſtay Sir, take your own fortune,abar- 
gain is 2 bargain,you mult cyen ſtznd to it,In the ſame caſe I ſup- 
poſe, though it be the end of mariage, that love and peace ſhould 
be maintained ; yet if it fall out otherwiſe they mult be content. 

But let us fce your proofes te the contrarie : and that is ſay 
you, inſuch acaſc , where we tindenot that content in mariage 
which was the end of it, butonthe contrary vexation: Pan! 
himſclfe fpeaking of Mariage and Divorce, determincs therein, 
that God hath called us to peaceand not to bondage. 

\V<ell, we will examine what Pas! makes for you, the place 
1 Cer,7. (though you ſeem loath to quote the place) where the 
Apoſtle ſpeaks to Men/and Women, who were Chriſtians and 
had Infidels to their Husbands or Wives : And he tels them if 
ary bclicver had a Wife who is an Infidell and yet ſhe was con- 


tent to dwell with him, that he (hould not put her away, &c, 


And then when he hathygiven the reaſun of it 1a the next Verſe, 
he after tcls them, that notwith{tanding it in ſuch a caſe the 


 Infidell Husband or Wite will not dwell with their Chriſti- 


an Husband or Wife, © but that they will dzpart and goaway to 
live in ſeme other place abelicver, ſaith Pax, 15 not ib ſubjei- 
on in this caſc, but Gad hath called us to peace. Now what an 
argument will this be, if a Chriſtian Husband hath an Infidell to 
his Wife, who out of ſpight and hatred torcligion and to her 
Husband, and will depart and divorce her ſelf, imtuch a caſe tho 


| Husband is not boundto follow her wandring about, to keepher 


company whether {hz reſorts, on purpoſe from his companic, 


Ergo, will it follow that when a man diflikes his Wife, and ſhe 


peradyenture willing to live with him, yet he may by force a» 
againſt her will put her away: the truth is , this place makes 
quite againſt you as hath been (hewed. But bcfides, you miſtake 
the very Gramaticall ſenſe, when you will bring in theſe words, 
God hath called us to peace, as arcaſon why the believing Huſ- 
band may ſufter his Wife being an Infidell to depart : for they ra- 
ther ſeeme to be an Introduction to what hefſpeaks after, how 
knoweſt tl 010 man whetherthou ſhalt not fave thy Wite, &c. 
As muchas ithe ſhould fay, though I tell you in the caſe before 


Cite.” 


The Doctrine and Diſcipline of Divorce. 

cited, a bclicver is not in ſubzeRion to his Wife, where there 
{cems no means avyaileable with her to procure her cohabitation ; 
yet faycs Paw/1 mult tell yon,God hath chiefly called us topeace 
that is, he rather expeds that as we are to tollow peace with x 
men whatſocver, fo eſpecially with our Husbangds and Wives, 
and to keep company and cohabitation together : and the Apo- 
ſtle ſaies in cft.&, I will give you a good reaſon forthis; For how 
knoweſt thou O man, but that thou by dwelling and converſing 
with thy Wife, thou maiſt convert her and fave her. So that 
it ſecms you are quite miſtaken, in alledging this Text for your 
OPiNiON» 

Well, but have you any other Scriptures to prove this Yes, 
ſay you,, For God himſelfe commands by his law more then once, and 
by his Prophet CMalachy , as Caluin and the beſd Interpreters reads, 
chat he Who hates bis Wife let him divorce ber, that &, ſay you, he who 
cannot love and delight 4nhis Wife, 

We delire gon to ſhew out of your new Scripture (if any ſuch 
you have) where God in his Law commands, and that more 
then once , that be who hateth his Wife, ſhould put her away ; 
ſhew it but one time and we will yeild you the whole contro - 
verſic : If you meane Dews. 24, re that is but one place, and we * 
have given you an anſwer to it, 

And as for Malachy, although it be true, that ſome tran ati- 
ons do readc it fo, as Ferome and fome Margents : yet why you 
ſhould call theſe the beſt Interpreters of this Text , I know no 
reaſon, but becauſe they agree with your opinion , which you 
dream to be the beſt, The lift of our Engliſh Tranſlations which 
other men count the beſt, hath it otherwiſe, 7a!. 2. 16, and it 
fates. for the Lerd God of 1[rael ſaith , that he hateth putting away, 

In the Hebrew it is, Cs /axe ſhallach, amar Tehovah Elohe Iſyacl : 
which if your learning can make any other then a reaſon of what 
God had ſpoken before, you may peradventure make this place 
ſpcak ſomething for you. The truth is, this your reading is quite 
contrarie tothe ſcope of the place; for God by his Prophet 1a- 
lachy in the former verſcs vehemently complaines againſt the 
Jewes for dealing treacherouſly with the Wives of their youths ; 
Now how this was, although it be not ſo plain, yct it ſeems pro- 
bable it was , by having ofother lovers, and growing wearic of 
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thcirown, and ſoa pretending ſome fault in them, to the end'ts 


#1 Anſwty to 4 Book, intituled, 


put them away : Well faith God in the 16 Verſe, The Lord God 


of Iſraetthateth this treachery of your? in ſeeking other lovers and being 
* weary of your own wives put them away. But on the other fide, if 


our reading ſhould be admitted, what a prepoſterous ſenſe would 

erc be ; as if God ſhonld fay, Oh you deceitfull Jewes, you 
treacherouſly deal with your own Wives, I pray let meheare no 
more of this treacheric; but this I command you, if zou would 
faine berid of them, do but hate them and then put them away, 
and then you arcat libertie: And ſo God to prevent treacheric 
againſt mens wives,ſhould command the greateſt treacherie that 


can be devifed, | 
In the proſecution of this reaſon you are pleaſed to ſay , 7r ;e 


 alleſſe breach of Wedlock to part with quiet conſent betimes, then ſtill ro 
 Prophane that wayſtery of joy with a polluting ſadneſſe. 


Myſteric of joy, what language is this ? is mariage now a Sa- 
crament fignitying joy #- this 1 never heard of before : the Pa- 
piſts indeed make it a Sacrament, bat not of joy, and yctI doubt 


they can ſay more for their opinion then you for yours. 
But how a leſſe breach of wedlock ? is not wedlock quite 


broke by your divorce, though it ſhould be with conſent : but [ 
2m ſurc 1t is not quitebroke by living fad and penſive lives ; and 
yet their dutics arc to amend their faults which arc the occaſion 
of the fad living, and not to be ſeparated from one anothers 
perſons. | 

And whereas you fay, 7t 1s n9t the outward continuance of mati- 
ape which keeps the covenant of —_ whole, but whoſoever doth 
woHt according to peace ana love, whether in mariage or divorce , he 


breaks mariage leaZt, 


Weanſwe<r : this is a wilde, mad , and frantick divinitie, jult 
like to the opinions of the Maids of Algate : Oh fay they , we 
live jn Chriſt, and Chriſt doth all for us; we are Chriſted with 
Chriſt and Godded with God, and at the fame time we in here, 
we joyncd to Chriſt do juſtice in him, for our life is hid-with 
God in Chriſt, So you, what, tcil you of bearing the infirmitics 
of your Wife, and fo fulfill the law of Chriſt, and of giving ho- 
nour to her as the weaker veiſ=Il : why you can do this when you 
have put her away, you do all in love and peace, you keep thefe 

| Commandcments 


© — + DA 


The Doetrane and Diſcipline of Divorce. 


Commandements well cnough. Fic, fie, bluth for ſhame, and 
publiſh no more ofthis looſe Divinitic. But I would ask youa 
queſtion or two, 

May a man keep and maintaine that love which is required bc- 

tween maricd perſons towards her who was his Wife, but now 
is divorced from him. If not, why ſay you in cttR, if there be 
but peace and love mariage is kept well cnough, cither by conti- 
nuing in mariage or by divorce. If he may maintain that love to 
her that is divorced, this is juſt faſt and looſe, marry and hate, di- 
vorce andlove: I will hate her now ſhe 18 my Wife, but love her 
when my Concubine ; So, ſo, you tcach us good courteous Do- 
arine. 
I ask you , whether mariage may continue after Divorce, if 
not, why ſay you in cfk&&, that the mariage covenant is better 
kept by Divorce , ſo there be but love and peace, then by conti- 
nuance in the {2d companieof mariage. I grant according to the 
lawes of the kingdome there is a Divorce only 4 mex/a & there, 
yet I believe they hardly allow that manifeſtation of love to cach 
other which the covenant of mariage requires, 

But let us ſee, have you any Scripture for this your new Go- 
ſpell : yes, cnough, ſay you, often repeated : yea, what is, that ? 
The words of Pas! forſooth, Leve only 55 the fulfilling of every com- 
mandement, 

You muſt remember you put in the wordonly, and ſo adde to 
the Scripture. But well it 18 truc, the Scripture doth fay, /ove 
«1 the fulfilling of tbe law , and fo by conſequence of every Com 
mandement : but how this will make for your purpoſe I cannor 
yet poſlibly ſee.. Sure I am Paw! never intended tobe a Patron of 
21 injuſtice and injuric to be committed, under a fained pretenee 
of keeping the ſame Commandementsthey broke , by a ſecret 
unknown love in their hearts, Its true indeed, he that doth un- 
feincedly love his Neighbour, he will honour his Parents, not 
commit murther , nor by adultcric defile his Neighbours Wite, 
nor ſteale his goods; this is Pawl: DoQrine, But Part never 
taught, that a man might _ his Parents, murther, ſtcale, and 
commit adulteric, and yet With a pretence of the grace of love 
carneltly burning in bis heart , ſay he hath kept all the Comman» 
dements: No more doth he ſutter a man to _ and put my 
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An Anſwer to 4 Book, intituled, 
his Wife with ſtrife and variance , and tell him by the love and 


peace he had in his heart towards her,he had kept the Command 


of mariage unpoluted, Pals intent in urging us ſo often 
with the dutie of love is, to-put us ih minde not to content our 
ſelves with the bars performance of dutics to our Neighbour, 
without Chriſtian love to their perſons, he faycs 1 (or.13.2. f 
1 give all my goods to the poore, and yet have no love, ut profueth not, 
ec, But he never intended men ſhonld gape altogether upon 
this general! precept of lave, and ſtick there, tor Pax/knew that 
would deccive thouſands : therefore in the ſame place he de- 
icends to particulars, and thinks it not enough to bid them to 
love one another, but he bids to pay tribute to whom tribute be- 
longs, and fo keep the fitth Commandement : that they ſhould 
owe nothing to man, and fo: keep the eight Commandement : 
To walk Honeſtly as tm the day time not nu chambring and wantonneſſs, 
and 19 break thc Gyenth Commandemeat ; not in ſtrife and en- 
vying, and ſo break the fixth Commandement : (this I ſpcak ac- 
cording to the ordinary received opinion of ranking dutics under 
cach commandement,' though I could never yet ſec how theic 
duties can fo well be brought in as being required in the 10 Com- 
mandements in a proper ſcnſc fo to ſpeak : its fit every Scripture 
ſhonld have its own weight and authority.) But to our purpoſ: ; 
as Paxl is thus particular with the Romans, notwithſtanding 
his generall precept of love; fo if you will here bring in that 
love which is commanded betwcen Husband and Wife, Paul 
mcans you ſhall exprefſe it, by covering or paſling by a mylti- 
tude ct her faults, and; by ſecking to heale her errours ; and by 
your meck, wiſc; and godly converſation towards her, labour to 
win her to God, and your ſelf, and not moſt inbumanely hate her 
and put her awey, ard {till ſay , you keepe the command of love, 
Thus of your fourth Argument. 

The ct#&& of your fifth Argument is, That as the Prieſts of old 
were not to be long in ſorrow , to the end they might execute their 
Prieſthoodrightly : So Chriſtians now being Prieſts to God, dedicate 
to his ſervice, they onght not by tragble and wexation of a diſagreeing 
Wife to be bindred ſrom ſeruing Gol8f but rather by divorce put her a- 
way, avd ſo procmie liberty to ' hag God, 

This Argument is far £:tched, yet is it not good for Ladics, 
nor 
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The Doctrine and Diſcipline of Divorce, 


nor ſcarce deferves any anſwer : but wetell you, moſt things 


concerning the prieſts were typicall, do you ſhew this to be the 
morall of this under the Goſpel ,' that men might put away their 
Wives if they were cauſe of continuall heavinefle to them : 
how think you ? might not many poor men by the ſame reaſon, 
who are by the providence of God compelled to labour , and fo 
are hindred much from the cheerfull ſerving God in the things 
of his worſhip, which others have libertic in : may they not law- 
fully now leave their honeſt labour and fall to plunder or ſtcal one 
hour or two in 4 day, and ſerve God cheercfully the reſt > Why 
not, as, well as whena man is by the providence of God maricd 
to a yoke-feilow , which is in divers things cauſe of grief and 
vexation to him , therefore he may now break all bonds of law 
and providence, and under a pretence of ſerving God chearfully, 
he may unchriſtianly thruſt his Wife our of dores with a bare Bll 
of Divorce in her hand to ſeek her living, For the relt of our 
diſcourſe in this Diviſton concerning divorce from Hereticks, 
we ſhall paſſe it over asnothing toour purpoſe , and fo paſl: to 
your {ixth Argument, the cffe& of which 1s. 

T hat mariage which nature it ſelfe teacherh to be unlawful , that 
way be deſtroyed or diſſolved by divorce, But the mariage of perſons «of 
tomrary mindes & diſpoſitions, nature teacheth to be nulawfull. Ergo, 

For the preſent we agree to the propoſition , that ſuch maria- 

gesas Nature it ſelf teacheth to be ualawfull, may be difſolved by 
divorce, 
+ Bur for the ſecond part, that Nature tcacheth ſuch mariages to 
beunlawfull, as are made betwixt perſons who are of a contrarie 
minde or difpoſition , this we uttcrly denic ; and look for your 
proofs to the contrarie, 

Well, yori want not proofs, for you ſay, Moſes teacheth the Tewes 
that they ſhould not ſow their Vineyards with divers ſeeds, nor plongh 
with an Oxt-and an Aſſe together. | 

Ho brave ftuffe ! but goc on ; Weſes teacheth fo indeed : but 
how wil! you make this laſt to fit your ſhooe ? 

This you will do well enough, but how ? By following. the ex. 
ple of Pants reaſoning, fay yoy.. Well, Its ſee whether Paxlor 
vouarethe beſt Logician, Pax{rcaſons ; doth God take care fer 


Oxcnand Aﬀes hoy 11} they yoke together, or is it fpoke —_— 
ther 
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An Anſwer td a Book, intituled, 
ther for our ſake? for our ſakes doubtlefle 2 thus you would have 
Paul to reaſon for you ; but the truth is, Paw/doth reafon thus, 
but it is in another caſc, the place is, 1 Cor.9. Paxreafons thus ; 
we that beſtoyy our labour in preaching the Goſpel , ought to be 
maintained thercby : and he proves it by familiar exawples, t hat 
every one ought to be maintained by that which he takes paines 
in : as the Wayfaring man by travelling, the Vincdreſſer by plan« 
ting, the Shepheard by looking to his flock ; all theſe eat the fruit 
cf their labour ; and toput it out of doubt , Pas/cites the Law of 
Aoſes, proving that not only Men, but even Beaſts ought to 
the fruits of their labourgfor 1t ſaith, 7 hox ſhalt not myxzle che moy 
of the O xe which treads ont the corne. Well, Pawn! goes on irfflis rea- 
ſoring, leſt any idle pated fellow ſhould anſwer and ſay ; Pax, 
what makes this for yop, I hope you are ro Oxe, neither do you 
trezd ont the corne. No, ſayes Pas!, that's true ; but the force of 
my Argument is this, That God by Hoſes did not only intend 
in that ſpeecb,that Oxcn ſhould be ted, but it was with referenco 
to other caſes amang the reſt cven for us Miniſters of the Goſpe], 
that we ſhould not take pains in the Goſpel, but ſhould alſo be 
maintained thereby,as well as Oxen and other mean Callings arc 
maintained by their labour : lo this is Pawrreaſoning, and __ 
1mpregnable Logick : let's fee. how yours agrees. Moſes telst 
Jewes they ſhould not plough with an Oxe and an Aﬀe toge- 
ther , nor ſow their field with diyers ſeeds; Ergo, there being 
ſome other ſenſe in this then mecrly to take care for Oxen, &c, 
it will follow from hence, that 5r 5 a foule incongraity and a great 
violence ts the rewerent ſecret of Nature, to force a mixture of mindes 
that cannot unite, and to ſo the furrow of mans nativitie with ſeed of 
two incoh-rent and incombining diſpoſitions. Is this your reaſoning 
rs PO as you promiſed : ſurc Paw! would be ahamcd to rea- 
on thus, 

For although we believe there may be ſome typicall fignifi- 
cation of that of 2oſez, yet that it ſhould be yours is ridiculous. 
But you ſay, Pawn! 2 Cor 6.alludesto that of Moſers,and applics it 
to miſ-yoking in mariage, .as ſay you by the Greek word is evident, 

To this we anſwer ; that it may be porn ora by the Greck 
word and Engliſh alſo, that Par alludes to that in Deuteronomy, 
Yet that he applics it to mariage with Infidels you cannot prove, 
| but 


_— 


The Do#rint and Diſcipline of Divorce, 4\ 


but rather toall ncedlefſe converſation, -but eſpecially of c9m:p4- 

Nying with them in their ſervice of Idols, | 

| . -ButWppolchedid'applic'ittomariage:withTnfidels, and for. 
| badity/yet you ſce afrer mariage is perfected and conſummates, 
he. will-by no mcanes allow of a Divorce if the Wife be but fo 
| muchescontenttolive with her Husband , as was ſhewed upor: 

x (or.7. Andiothisno waies makes for your purpoſe, 

Now for that reverent expreſionof you's, 'That it 33:4 foule in- 
colgrmity s and a great violence to the yeverent ſecret of Nature, to 
| force @ mxture-of mindes which cannot wnxe, and to ow the fr rroww 
of Iitie with rhe ſeed of. two ensoberent ard incombini ng diſ- 


"This -Court complement; fo neatly and niodeſtly drift, 1 be {nfm 
lieve deſerves the pansof the beſt Ladic at Court to 1c it. For 
anſwerto being but acomplement, for your forcing ft 2 mix- 
ture of mindes that:cannotuniteg I'know no bodic | ytotce of 
fair means uiterds anyfuch mixcure in meriare: mines arc not 
capable of mixing bat:only agrecing and uniting ; 14e4d you 
talk much of fit converſing foples, whether youu me n1by mixture 
or otherwiſe, it matters not, the langange 15 100 ſublime and An» 
gelicall for: mortall creatures' to: comprehend it. | And'for your 
other phraſe of great violence to; the reverent ſecret of nature by 
ſaWing- the furrow of mani natevitic, 'with-the ſeed of two incoherent 
and incombining diſpoſitions. To Mk 190 4 

This frothie d:{courſe, were it not ſagredoyer with a little 
neat language, would appear ſojmmeritons and undeferving; fo 
contrary toll hunjane {caroing;: yea,/ truthand common expert» 
ence it fc]f,that all that reade it muſt needs count if worthicto be 
burat by the Hangman. . - atext v1 ef 

For who ey-rthought before you, 'that the xeverent ſec'er of 
Nature, or, the:furrow:of mans nativitic (forhere was Yawful 
mariage preceded) might not be ſowed by the ſcedsof ſuch as . 
are of di tcrent or uncombining diſpoſition, if anyſuch there be. Rs 
without violence of foul4ncongruitic? If :ny think otherwiſe 
25 you it ſeems dac g. give advice that aPetition may be draw), 
to have a Committee in every: Countic of the Kingdume'who 
ſhall carefully ſee:to,- and ſevercly reſtraine the! mariage ofany 
two Mcn or-Maids who differ in conſtitution, complexion, hair, 

G2 countenance. 
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&2 AH Anſwer to A Book, tutituled, 
countenance, or in diſpoſition ict this reverene ſecret of Nature 
be dcfiled 2nd violated, 

7 Arg, - Your ferenth Argument is The Canon law aut Divinu alow A. 

: Divorce where one of the conſpives the death of the other : but 

ou ſometimes through rence of” » 123099 17 by a fad penfvencſſo 
SE the life of one of thee parties at leaſt, ir b iro danger, Ergo it 
: "of + ſees A divorce on he in the latter rae cabe relerated.. 
s 4; To this I anſwer thrce:things. 

8 1efx/W I. Forthe opinion of the Canon law, the wholybedieofit '$ 


To not of your minde, for-Nichel, 1., de marrim, Cand6, is contrarie, 

FE. 4$® qricquid mulier contre te cog _— nou off excepta 
385: 835; rejicienda, Whatſocrer thy Wife conſpires or pron _ 
bn 1 thee, there aria oebbracaliaty putting her away-bur fornication, 
tt 42 Aw. The caſs is nat the like, brine the conſpiring of ene partic 


to kill the other, and your cafe: for the one partic cor 
ſpires to take away the life ofthe other, and the confpiration 


&' continues , there the offzndcr doch implixitely zleaſt at n Di- 


We rorce ; and though it ſhoald be wane rr ie | an _ 
4 in this caſe ſuc a Diysorce, 'yet will it not Chow in 
#3 that becauſg a man may ſeck divorce from her whafcied his "I 


0.the end to fave bis lite, which Nature tcacheth : therefore for 

# diſagreement of diſpoſition, cauſing T«dnefſe; 'and wherein they 
"6"; arc both ators, if not equals, there the Hagband may will, ſhe 
WHT 5 all (he, put her away; this is juſt a taking advantage of ourowr 
= Evlts and corruptions, to reicaſc us from our dutics. 
WOW 3 ous. ' But thirdly it would frem that there is to tuch cauſe meerly in 
51 Mauxe properly ſo called,' that may cauſe fach griefe as is deſtru- 
Wn +: Givetothe helife: and if the cauſe b= not in Nature, batin correp- | 
- - tion, 11 pridf, on tineſſe, ſullenneſle, &e. ter them amend = 

K-14 their faults, r« their pride-and ſaltennefe, or etfelet them if 
-- they thy | divofihe fulien diſcake, ler thee tty who will 


F piitic them... 

j : Fes ee eighth Aeris fieneſſeof bo 

7 7 boſe who are aeft 1281, 0 e | 
= they haven calling tomarry,, and ren 4 Yeni ror i 
fn I: drvarced :' - Cat Gals Ego, 
# VE Anſw, Briefly to this ſ1mplc Argument, quite beſi des that. which 
8-706 anghtto be the ſcope of your Book, for what is here to contra 

iy ricty. 


The Doltvive und Diſciplineaf Dfwree: = 43 
ricty of diſpoſitions, nowat $.a9difabilitic tonll marieddutics 2 
This warering ns 76a bpioton'isnot fit to be anſwee F 
red © for if it be a Lunatick-wa compes m2n2ir , Without any wit; | 
A Foole, which _— count the d2xes inthe wetk , or 
twenty; or mcaſarea cloath z you need pot to invergh 

againſt them , and you canſddomeſhew ſuch an example r if 
Guardians dce ſometime marrictack ler the Exwy ers abone with 
it, they know bow torclicve the laf:ring partic well enough. 

Alariage is a ineowane ſociety y and fo 2wght to have the ednſent of 9 eArg. 
the muixedle 5 611 5f the minde cannot ewjoy that in mar iage which it may 
rea (y deſire, it is no huqnane ſociety, Ergo, ES: 

The conſcnt of the muindc ought robe hadin moringe, or clic it An/ra, 
will hardly become: a humane ſorictie 3 but that atecr mariage 
the mindes of the Husband and Wife muſt in all thingsagree, or 
elſc the mariage becomes no humane ſecictic, is new principle 
unkeard/of til now, zod fol] kavejr, As forthe difcourſe of Dext.. 
24.1, and Chriſts'cx nrothe' Phariſees, we have ſpoken of | 
it in anfyer to your ſccond-Argument,. : 

Now +word to your laſt Argument and fo farewell. 

Every law is made for ſome good, which good may be attained wn- 
to withaut UE AVERILT GN COMUBNENTE : bat {auch is not the Jaw that pro- 
bilits Divorce for diſagreements of mindes and d/poſitiont :'Etgo, it. 


is not 4 juſt law 
, and fay., that there are many. ef1/» - 


io Arg, 


We dere this pour Argument 
laws which are madetor good, and yet that good is-not attain- 
able through the defaults of the pertic, but a-preaxter inconveni- 
crce follawes, and yetare.indecadill jultlawes, 

[ will give you two or three inſtances in onrlawes of Eng - 
land. It is the rightcous and jaſt law of England, thatcevery one. 
ſhall peaccably enjoy his eſtaten lands or otherwiſe, according 
to the goodnefſe and latitude of his title : and I hopenone will 


him in an, Aſſiſe to tetoverbis.own ian: 
. Soif a Daughter wiW#hey willluc hy 
who is a Baſtard, ſhe ſhall n@Aavoid ixaftcrby ſaying her ſiſter 

was a Baſtard not 24/97, G 2 So 
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bd Y - Sdifa/man had arcot, libertics, Common,&c. by prefctiption, 
andykcr takes a:grant of ebeſametromtbe King by Patgnt;thiar 
ſhall dehgring this preſcription. 32-H:81, 570.047, Efopy200." 


| $:7:H,8. Bro, Eftep.122 8, It two goyt-tcnants are, which 
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Mt keld of the King 52.capue,' and theonc releaſe tothoother in fee, 
FW Ag aftcr both;re{pite homagein the Exchequer, the Other hath 
LY# iy his gained his foiticdgaincagainitthe others without any 
"1.42 valablevetifiderations, by:thedefaultofthoother. )! |: 1 
Sa  . +» «SO 4$14.jult law 16: Englaud, :that no-man'{hall be unjallly 
Fl | Caarggd.ortaxtd contrarictotberight, aud what he is doundto 
2 | OC. 4h, 24 adn nal 2 H\apavrict 
" .. » Ycta manby his own fault way:charge bioſelte, ee Jodibeh 
.tlngs asthe law will cempeilhim to be charged, whicre before 

.hc was. irc. 33 31 VA 20H v4: 
_.- Forexample.. If a Towneſhip or a Corporation arc bound to 
r£PaIte, Or. maintaine:a Cauſcy-or a Bridge , and a provate: man 
-v4bcre he is-not bound will irepaye this. Bridge or Cauley ,;tume 
beyond the memorie of man ,:he ſhalltben be compelled-to re- 
paire it for eyerby the Law, and at the firſt he-was compellablc. 
. The eqd of citing thele caſes. is toſhew., yourtheweeknefſe of 
_ _yourreaſon againſt thelaw of England:whichprokibitsDivarce, 
tor your.p ed contratictic of minde.”:For though-it). (ould 
be granted this Jaw of prohibition of Divorce; \the- and. of- it 
& | .could.note aitrined without a greater inconvenience :: yet" this 
wp} ; 10convenignge. commingy aring and growing from the fault, of 
bh.» &if tbc parties, and not from the Law; this Law! of probibiting Di- 
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* yorce {131l remain(maugre the alice oball oppoſers) a jult and 
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